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Also, a bill ( H. R. 10008} granting an increase of pension to 

George Alexander-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10009) granting a pension to Clara Robin

son-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill ( H. R. 10010} granting a pension to Freeman A. 

Cobb-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. n.. 10011) granting a ];)ension to Lucy A. 

Palmer-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10012) granting a pension to Edward H. 

Dickerman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, lli bill ( H. R. 10013) to correct the military re.cord of 

Joshua Herringon-to the Committee on Military .Affairs. 
By J\Ir. SMITH of Texas: A. bill (H. R. 10014) · to reimburse 

Ililery Windham for loss of money order funds-to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

By l\Ir. STURGISS: A bill (H. R. 10015) granting an in
crease of pension to Jacob Zirkle-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10016) granting an increase of pension 
to Andrew A. Stewart-to the Committee on In·rnlid Pensions. 

By l\fr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 10017) grantirig an increase 
of pension to Solomon Robertson-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10018) granting 
a pension to Sarah Wade· Garnett-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 10019) granting a pension to Eugene U. 
Proctor-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10020) granting a pension to James 
:Mesker-to the Committee on Inralid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 10021) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas l\f. Garrison-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Unde1· clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions a:nd: papers· were Ia.id 
on the Clerkrs desk and referred a.s follows : 

By Mr. ENGLEBRIGHT: Memorial of legislature of Califor
nia, against an inheritance tax-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J'~ ;r. Jackson and others, of California, against 
a tariff on tea:. and coffee-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also-, petition of J. E. Gries and others-, of California, favoring 
a tariff on casein-to the Commrttee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of ;r~ l\f. Foley and others, of California,. agafnst 
tariff on tea and coffee-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Merchants' Exchange, o:Jl Oakland, Cal., 
against reduction of tariff on wool-to the Committee on Ways 
and :Means. 

Also, petition of R. Castagona and others, of California, 
against a tariff on tea and coffee-to the Committee on Ways 
and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, 
against a national consular school-to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER : Petition of D. M. Frederiksen, of Chicago, 
IlL, favoring a horizontal reduction of the tariff-to the Com
mittee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also,. petition of Chamber of Commerce of New York City, for 
a permanent tariff commission-to the Committee- on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of J. C. Wistz, of matting importers' committee~ 
of New York City, favoring 4 cents per yard duty on matting
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American builders of machines for paper 
ma1..Tig, against reduction of tariff on paper and pull_:)--to· the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of American manufacturers of paper makers' 
felts and jackets, favoring redu8tion of present duty on news 
print paper and wood pu}p--to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, memorial of legislature of the State of Illinois, foF im
provement of the Kanlrn.kee and Iroquois rive.rs of Illinois--to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. · 

B'y Mr. HAYES: Petitions of Chambe:r: of Commerce of Port
land, Oreg. ; traffic bureau of Merchn.nts' Exchange of Sun Fran
cisco, Cal.; Associated Shippers of Los Angeles, Cat; trans
portation bureau of Seattle Chamber of Commerce; 'a'raffic Asso
ciation of Tacoma, Wasp.; and Merchants and l\fanufachlrers' 
As ociation of Sacramento, Cal., against division of p.owers now 
e.'\:ercised by the Interstate Commerce Commission and against 
railways controlling water rates, etc.-to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\Ir. HULL of Iowa: Memorial of legislature ot Iowa, fa
vo:rring appropriation to improve post-roads in Iowa and for 
acquisition of land for a national park at the confluence of the 
Wisconsin and Mississippi rivers-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By l\Ir. HU.MPHRIDY of Washington: Petition of Washing
ton Grange-, No. 82, of . Vancouver, Wash., fa-voring parcels
post law-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LANGHAM: Petition of New Bethlehem Window 
Glass Company, against reduction of duty on window glass
to the Committee on Ways and l\feans. 

By .Mr. .MACON~ Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Gabriel M. Settlemire-to the Committee on. Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr~ rimRPHY: Petitions of various farmers' unions of 
Texas County, Mo., for parcels-post law-to the Committee on 
the Post-Office· and Post-Roads. 

_By Mr. OLDFIELD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Samuel A. Strond-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John C~ Farr, against a tariff on tea and 
coffee-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper. to accompany bill for relief of ;John 
Boyst, of Lyons, N. Y.-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\Ir. RAINEY: Petition of citizens of Manito, Ill., against 
parcels-post Iaw-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Hull, Ill., for repeal of tariff on 
lumber-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of business men of Jacksonville, Fla., against 
advance of duties on razors-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By 1\Ir. SHEFFIELD: Petition of the Shepord . Company, of 
Providence, R. I., opposing increase of duty on foreign_ gloves. 
and hosiery-to the Comlllittee @n Ways and M~ans. 

Also, petition of Wool So1iters' Union of Providence, R. I., 
and vicinity, against reduction of tariff on textile goods-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Rhode Island· Horticultural Society, against 
importation ·of and interstate tra:f:Iie in infected honey and 
bees-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commexce. 

Also, petition of J " C~ Hall & Co., of Providence, R. I., and 
33- of their employees, asking for increase of duty on litho
gr.aphic products-to the Committee on Ways and :Means. 

SENATE. 

FRIDAY, May ~1, 1909. 
The Senate met at 10· o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The· Secretary will read the .Tour-

lllll of yesterday's proceedings. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal should l'Je first read 

before any business intervenes. 
Mr. STONE. I did not desire- to intervene in order to trans

act any business. I intended to intervene that I might make 
a suggestion that there is no quorum present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Until the reading of the Journal 
has been concluded, not even that suggestion can be made. 
Before the Journal is approved,. tlle suggestion can be made, 
under the rules of the Senate. The Secretary will read the 
Journal 

The ;Journal of yesterday's proceedings. was- read and approved. 
SUGAR IMPORTATIOKS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Se-nate a communi
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re
sponse to resolution No. 40, submitted by Mr. B.&rsmw on the 
29th ultimo, reports from the collectors of customs at New York, 
Hoston, Philadelphia, New Orleans, San Francisco, and Port 
Huron, showing the amounts of raw sugar imported by sugar 
refineries· at those ports during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1908, etc. (S. Doc. No. 53), whic~ with the accompanying
papers; was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a µiemoria.1 of sundry citizens of Clarks
burg, W. Va., remonstrating against an inc1·ease of the duty on 
print paper and wood pulp, which was ordered to lie_ on the 
table. 

He also presented petitigns of sundry citizens of Wheeling, 
l\Iorga.ntown, n.ndi Independence, all in the State of West Vir~ 
ginia, praying for a reduction of the. duty on raw and refined 
sugars,. which were ordered to lie on the ta.ple. 
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Mr. CULLOM presented sundry papers to accompany the bill for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the table and 
( S. 303) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Souder, be printed. 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. BROWN submitted an amendm.ent intended to be p ro-

1\Ir. PAGE presented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Johns- posed by him to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, 
bury, Vt., praying for a reduction of the duty on raw and re- equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
fined sugars, which were ordered to lie on the table. States, and for other purposes, which was ordered to lie on the 

Ur. BURKETT presented a petition of Subdivision No. 303, table and be printed. 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Chadron, Nebr., pray- Mr. ELKINS submitted two amendments intended to be pro
ing for the passage of the so-called "Burkett boiler-inspection" posed by him to the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, 
and "Borah-Dawson full-crew" bills, which was referred to the equalize duties, and encourage the industries of the United 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. States, and for other purposes, which were ordered to lie on the 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of Laughlin Lodge, No. 633, table and be printed. 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, of Pitts- THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 
burg, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called "Burkett The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
boiler-inspection" and "Borah-Dawson full-crew" bills, · which Mr. STONE. Mr. President, before we take up the tariff bill 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. in regular course I wish to occupy just a few moments of the 

He also presented a petition of Welcome Council, No. 134, time of the Senate. I desire to place a matter in the R ECORD, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Pittsburg, Pa., and I may as well do it now as at any time. It is an inter·dew 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the immi- printed in a paper a few days ago given by Mr. OCAMPO, one 
gration into the United States and the Territory of Hawaii of of the Resident Commissioners of the Philippine Islands at 
all Asiatics except merchants, students, and travelers, which Washington. This interview concerns the relations existing 
was referred to the Committee on Immigration. between the United States and the Philippine Islands. It is 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 1020, my purpose at the proper time to offer an amendment to the 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Indian Orchard, Pa., remonstrating pending bill declaratory of the purpose of the United States 
against an increase of the duty on imported gloves, which was with reference to those islands. I wish to insert this matter 
ordered to lie on the table. in the RECORD, hoping that Senators will take occasion to read it. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Westfield Mr. ALDRICH. What is the nature of the article to be 
and Sabinsville, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for a printed in the RECORD? 
reduction of the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were Mr. STONE. I had. just stated, while the Senator's atten-
ordered to lie on the table. tion was diverted, that it is an interview recently printed given 

Mr. DILLINGHAM presented petitions of sundry citizens of out by Mr. OCAMPO, one of the Philippine Commissioners. It 
Cavendish,· Vt., praying for a reduction of the duty on raw and is not long. 
refined sugars, which were ordered to lie on the table. Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of Local Grange No. 117, Mr. STONE. Permit · me to say that Mr. OCAMPO is a l'<'Ul 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Lorraine; of Local Grange No. 66, Pa- Filipino of high class, and thoroughly representative of his 
trons of Husbandry, of Orwell, and of sundry citizens of Perch people. He is well qualified to express their feeling and senti
River, all in the State of New York, praying for a reduction of ment upon public questions, and has been delegated to do that. 
the duty on raw and refined sugars, which were ordered to lie Mr. President, I believe the longer we maintain political r ela-
on the table. tions such as exist now with the Philippine Islands and people 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Sche- the worse it will be for all concerned. The closer our political 
nectady, N. Y., praying that the lowest possible rate of duty be and industrial life becomes identified with theirs, the more 
placed on sugar imported into the United States, which was difficult it will be for us to sever relations with them, because 
ordered to lie on the table. the firmer will become our foothold and the greater the reluc-

He also presented a memorial of sundry importers of foreign tance .on the part of many influential men to yield any larger 
hops and 'dealers in and importers of American hops in the liberty to those people or anything more nearly approximating 
United States, remonstrating against an increase of the duty on autonomy in government. 
imported hops, which was ordered to lie on the table. I belieYe if we go on as we are, if we establish free trade, for 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of · instance, with the islands and continue our present connection 
Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the appointment of a permanent with them, ·not many years will elapse until the great resources 
tariff commission, which was ordered to lie on the table. of those islands-their fields and forests and mines an!l their 

He also presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 66, Pa- principal indush·ies-will be in a large measure absorbed and 
trons of Husbandry, of Orwell, N. Y., and a memorial of Local conh·olled by Americans. 
Grange No. 117, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lorraine, N. Y., It is because of that belief which I entertain, and which Mr. 
remonstrating against the increase of the duty on imported OCAMPO entertains-, that I desire to insert this interview of his 
gloves, which were ordered to lie on the table. in the RECORD. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. There being no objection, the matter referred to was Ordered 
to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Bills were introduced, read the first time and, by unanimous In reply to a question about a statement that appeared Tuesday 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: morning in the Washington Post purpot·ting to be a protest against 

By Mr. BURKETT: free trade between this country and the Philippines from some Filipinos 
A bill ( S. 2454) granting an increase of pension to Alfred N. residing in Boston, Mr. OCAMPO, one of the Resident Commissioners from 

the Philippine Islands, said: 
Scott; to the Committee on Pensions. " When I spoke in the House last month, discussing the proposed frl?e 

By Mr. SCOTT: trade relations between this country and the Philippines as contained 
t . · f · t J h L in the Payne bill, I clearly stated that the establishment of such rcla-A bill ( S. 2455) gran mg an rncrease 0 pension ° osep · tions would inevitably hinder the political aspirations of the Filipinos; 

Buckley (with the accompanying papers) ; to the Committee in other words, their constant and profound desire of being an inde-
on Pensions. pendent country would be imperiled by such commercial ties. 

By Mr. WETMORE: "The Philippine assembly, the true representative of popular senti-
ment; has, in conjunction with the upper house, which is composed 

A bill ( S. 2456) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. I largely of Americans, expressed itself before this in opposition to free 
Bartlett; to the Committee on Pensions. trade, and since the passage of the bill by the Ilouse of Representatives, 

B M BURNHAM the feeling against it has grown more intense for the reasons stated 
Y r. I : f . J h F above, apart from the economic view point of the matter, which also is 

A bill ( S. 2457) granting an . increase o pension to o n · in no way encouraging, because it necessarily will embarrass the Philip-
Clough; to the Committee on Pensions. pine government financially. 

A bill ( S. 2458) to amend the act of March 3, 1883, commonly " This free·trade proposition is a case of life and death with us. The 
known as the " Bowman Act," and the act of March 3, 1887, ambition of the Filipinos to live an independent life is one which is 

undeniable and persistent, and any measure tending to oppose it would 
commonly known as the "'.rucker Act;" to the. Committee on only stir the people of the islands and operate to prevent the develop-
Cl · men t of a better feeling between Americans and Filipinos. 

aims. "The Filipinos who signed the protest have done nothing more than 
By hlr. CRA \VFORD: to give expression to a feeling universal in the islands against free 
A bill ( S. · 2459) authorizing the Minnesota, Dakota and trade for the consequence it would bring to the islands in the long run. 

Pacific Railway Company to build a bridge across the Missouri " I hope that no one will think that in expt·essing the aspiration of 
C the Philippine people for ultimate reasonably prompt and absolute 

River; to the Committee on ommerce. independence, I am Jacking in or that they have ceased to feel profound 
AMENDMENTS TO THE TA.RIFF .BILL. gratitude for the opportunity that the American Republic gave us to be 

rid of Spain. Surely in the land of Washington, J efferson, and A<lams 
b · d d t · t d d t be op sed it can be permitted us to express the wish that we may be allowed to Mr. DICK su m1tte an amen men Ill en e 0 pr 0 govern ourselves. It ought to be understood that in the centuries of 

by him to the bill (H. ll. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize IH"otest against the rule of Spain we were not merely .trying to throw 
duties, and encourage the industries of the United States, and off one for-eign yoke to go under another. 
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"Providence bi its wisdom made us a different race. Our . problems 
are not those of Europe or America, and we can not approach their 
consideration with the same mind. What is best for Europe or America 
is not necessarily best for Asia, and Asiatic problems ought better be 
left to the people of that part of the world for solution . . But one idea 
we do have in common, and that is a desire to be permitt4:d to govern 
ourselves. '!'his thought is stronger with us than the desire for more 
economic gain, and while we would like the greatest possible commercial 
prosperity we are willing to defer it rather than forever lose our"hope 
of indepen'.dence by an artificially rapid development -through American 
corporations. I concur in the protest of the Filipinos who· reside in 
Boston." . · · 

THE T.AJUFF. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed and 
the calendar is in order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1438) to provide revenue, equalize 
duties, and encomage the industries of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment pa-ssed over 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed over is on page 
20, paragraph 85, as follows: 

85. Lime, 5 cents per- 100 pounds, including weight of barrel or 
package. 

Mr. JONES. It was my understanding that when paragraphs 
to which no amendment had been offered by the committee have 
bean passed over ame:Q.dments by individual Senators are not 
in order until after the committee amendments have been dis
posed of . . 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are in order now. 
Mr. JONES. They are in order now? 
l\fr. ALD~ICH. Yes; under the present procedure of busi

ness the amendments of individual Senators are in order. 
Mr. JONES. I did not understand that. I desire to say that 

some data with reference to this paragraph I have not yet re
ceived, and I wish to recur to it later on. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Washington 
to allow the paragraph to be agreed to, and if subsequently he 
has an amendment to offer it can be offered either in the Senate 
or by general consent as in· Committee of the Whole. I will 
see that the Senator loses no rights in relation to the matter. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing

ton yield to -the Sena tor from Maine? 
Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. I have the same interest in this product . the 

Senator has, and under the suggestion made by the chairman 
of the committee I am sure that no rights of his or mine will 
be lost. If the paragraph is adopted for the present, the Sena
tor and I will confer and bring it up in the Senate. 

1\Ir. JONES. ·That will be satisfactory to me. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. I ask that the paragraph be agreed to. 
'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph 

will be agreed to. 
1\fr . . BURTON. Was not an amendment proposed to para

O'raph 82 referring to magnesite brick' and chrome brick? 0 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committE!e had an amendment which 
I think, has been agreed to. There was an amendment sug
gested to paragraph 82, I think, proposed by the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON. I ha\e not the phraseology of it before me, 
I will say. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Pennsylvania perhaps has 
the amendment of the committee if it has not been agreed to. · 

Mr. PENROSE. I have the amendment. In line 5, on p~ge 19, 
I move to ad·d the words " magnesite. brick, chrome brick, and." 

Mr. ALDRICH. That amendment was agreed to by the 
committee, and I thought it had been agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. PENROSE. It does ilot alter the present law. It con
forms to judicial decision and puts it in statutory phraseology. 

Mr. NELSON. The RECORD does not show that it has been 
adopted. 

Ur. ALDRICH. I thought it had been adopted. I was mis
taken. 

1\Ir. PENROSE. I offer it now. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 

Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated. 
The SECRETABY. On. page 19, line 5, after the words " ad 

valorem " and the semicolon, insert " magnesite brick, chrome 
brick, and," Eo as to read: 

Magnesite brick, chrome brick, and brick other than fire brick. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agi:eed to. 

XLIV-141 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph as 
amended is agreed to. The next paragraph passed over will be 
read. . 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, line 7, in paragraph 86, the com
mittee propose, befoi·e the word "cents," to strike out "forty" 
and insert "twenty," so as to read: 

Plaster rock or gypsum, crude, 20 cents per ton. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment of the committee. . 
Mr. CURTIS. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote on the amend

ment. · 
Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will rrot ask for the yeas 

and nays. It will simply take the time of the Senate. 
l\Ir. CURTIS. I will let it go. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas demands 

the yeas and nays· on agreeing to the amendmen~ of the com
mittee. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The amendment was agreed to. . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph 

as amended is agreed to. · . 
Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have. the paragraph agre~d 

to with the understanding that later on the committee _ m~y 
recommend a specific rate in place of the ad valorem rate on 
Keene's cement. . . , . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the committE,?e 
returning to it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee may ask _ to return to it. 
Mr. NELSON. What was done with paragraph 85? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Paragraph. 85 has been agreed _to. I ask 

that paragraph 86 be agreed to as ame~ded. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, paragraph 86, 

as amended, is agreed to. No objection is heard. · The next 
paragraph passed over will be read. 

The SECRET.A.BY. Paragraph 87, pumice stone. 
l\fr. ALDRICH. I ask that the paragraph be agreed to; but 

the committee may have an amendment to substitute a specific 
duty in that case. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to suggest that this paragraph has been 
passed over twice, on the first reading at my request and on 
the second reading at the request of the committee. My under· 
standing, .also, is that the committee has practically agreed upon 
an amendment. I have understood that the amendment is 
agreeable to the people interested in this business. I am very 
much in hopes that the ~ommittea may offer that amendment 
now, if it will do so. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The committee think there ought to be an 
amendment, but the Senator is misinformed if he thinks they 
have agreed upon any particular amendment. I think there 
ought perhaps to be a change in the paragraph. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Can not that be done during the day? 
l\fr. ALDRICH. I do not know whether it can or not. I sug

gest that the paragraph be agreed to, and if we subsequently 
agree upon an amendment, I will ask the Senate to reconsider 
its action. 

Mr. BROWN. I can not consent to the adoption of the para
graph with the understanding that possibly the committee may, 
offer an amendment to it. I have been led to believe by mem
bers of the committee that there would be an amendment 
offered-not that there might be, but that there would be. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Nebraska of course can 
offer any amendment he desires. 

Mr. BROWN. I understand I have that right, but. I have 
found from observation that the committee amendment is the 
one that is adopted. I should like to have that amendment 
presented now, if the committee will do so. If not, I will offer 
an amendrrient myself. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. If the chairman of the committee will 
offer the amendment during the day, will that satisfy the 
Senator? 

l\fr. ALDRICH. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska 
that as soon as I get an opportunity to consult with \arious _ 
members of the committee as to this particular amendment, I 
will then state to the Senate frankly whether we think it ought 
to be adopted or not. 

l\Ir. BROWN. I am willing to have the paragraph passed 
over, but not adopted. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. It can be passed over for the present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph 

will be passed -over. _ 
Mr. PENROSE. I desire to offer an amendment to paragraph 

88, which I believe has been accepted by the committee: Oi:; 
page 21, linev12, after the words " fluor spar," I move to rnser1 
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the words "and feldspar." I believe this amendment was 
o'ffered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BRADLEY], who is 
not here to-day . 
. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 12, after the words "fluor 
spar," insert the words "and feldspar." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky has an amend

ment pending to this particular clause to make the duty $3 a 
ton instead of $1.50 a ton. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pend-
i:Ilg amendment. · 

l\Ir. BURTON. On what is that'! 
Mr. ALDRICH. On fluor spar. The Senator from Kentucky 

is still ill. The committee are willing to acc-ept the amendment, 
and I ask that it may be adopted. 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island why is this duty put upon fl.nor spar? I understand that 
it is foui:id in only one State, and there is not much of it left in 
that State. 

1\fr. ALDRICH. It is found in several States. 
Mr. RAYNER. In what States? 
·Mr. ALDRICH. In Kentucky, Tennessee, and various other 

States. It is found in a number of other States. 
1\Ir. RAYNER. I think not, Mr. President. It is found in 

Kentucky, and Kentucky is the only state in which it is found. 
I should like to have the amendment passed over for the present. 

Mr. SMOOT. The product is found quite extensively in the 
State of Illinois. 

.Mr. RAYNER. The testimony before the Senator's committee 
does not show that to be the fact. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But before the House committee. 
.Mr. CULLOM. I can state that it is found in Illinois in large 

quantities. 
Mr. RAYNER. All I desire to say is that the testiniony does 

not show it. 
Mr. CULLOM. I do not know what the testimony shows, but 

I know the fact. 
Mr. RAYNER. I should like the amendment, at least, to be 

passed over so that I can look at it. I have had quite a number 
of communications on the subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDEi'lT. The Senator from Maryland asks 
that the amendment be passed over. Without objection, it will 
be passed over. 

.Mr. ALDRICH. I will take it up later in the day, after the 
Senator has had a chance to examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT . .Without objection, the amendment 
is passed over until later in the day. · 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment presented by the 

Senator from: Kentucky [.Mr. BRADLEY] has not. yet been stated. 
Will the Senator permit the amendment to be stated so that the 
RECORD will show it? · 

.Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out, after the words 

"floor spar," the words " crude or crashed, ground or other
wise treated or manufactured, $1.50 per ton " and insert the 
words "or gravel spar, crude, $3 per ton; crushed, ground, or 
otherwise treated, $3.50 per ton." 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The committee do not accept anything of 
the amendment except the rate of $3 a ton on fl.nor spar. 

Mr. PENROSE. The amendment adding the words "and 
feldspar " has been adopted, I understand. 

The VICEl-PRESID~TT. That amendment has already been 
adopted. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 1\Ir. President, with the indulgence of 
the Senate I propose to take advantage now of the latitude of 
debate to submit some general observations upon the pending 
bill, and that not ·at length. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator allow the next para
graph to be acted upon, as I may be· absent, and I am quite 
intere ted in it? I think it will be passed in a moment. It is 
paragraph 89, mica. 

Mr. CULBEilSON. Very well. 
.Mr. ALDRICH. I am willing that the paragraph in regard 

to mica shall be acted upon, but I am not certain but that the 
committee may have an amendment to offer to the paragraph 
later on. The committee withdraws its amendment to the para
graph as it stands, and I am willing that the paragraph shall 
be a 0 Teed to, but I give notice that subsequently the committee 
may report a different provision. 

.Mr. NELSON. .Mr. President--
Mr. CULBERSON. If it proyokes debate, I hope the Senator 

will let me make my observations now. 

.Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Texas yielded to me, 
and I was about to say if. there is to be any debate on the mat
ter, I will not ask that it be considered now. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
I am here all the time trying to keep track of the bill. If 
amendments are agreed to, I want to know what they are. If 
the committee have any amendments to a paragraph, I insist 
that those amendments shall be presented before we vote on the 
paragraph and not after it is passed over, and then afterwards 
say that it shall be amended. By such a proceeding we do not 
know where we are. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I made the suggestion, if the Senator had 
liBtened to me with his usual attention--

Mr. NELSON. I am trying to keep track of the bill here, 
and I want to know what amendments are offered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For the very purpose which the Senator 
now suggests, I said the committee might subsequently. have an 
amendment to offer. 

Mr. NELSON. Then, do I understand that paragraph 88 is 
passed over? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was passed over at the request of the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER]. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well; that is alL 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests, however, to 

the Senator from Rhode ·Island that the Secretary has not yet 
stated the amendment to paragraph 88, as the Senator desires it 
to be offered, and the Senator will again indicate it to the Secre
tary, so that it may be stated and the RECORD may show it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 21, lines 13 and 14, strike out 
" $1.50 per ton " and insert " $3 per ton." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent· the amend
ment will be passed over for the present. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas has the 

floor. Does he yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. CULBERSON. I prefer to go on now. 
Mr. GAMBLE. Do I understand that paragraph 89 has gone 

over for the present? . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been taken up. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. It has not been taken up yet. 
Mr. GAMBLE. I want to be heard on that paragraph. 
1\Ir. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I stated a. moment ago 

that I would take advantage, with the indulgence of the Sen
ate, of the latitude Qf debate to submit some general observa
tions upon the pending bill, and that not at any great length . 
Before attempting to apply them, as I shall do only in a yery 
general way, to the great question of tariff taxation now pend
ing here, let me state somewhat briefly my conception of the 
fundamental principles of the Democratic party. · 

.Mr. ALDRIGH. I beg the Senator's pardon. Did the Sena
tor say he expected to occupy only a few minutes? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I said that I would speak comparatively 
briefly, and I think when I have finished the Senator from 
Rhode Island will agree that I have kept my promise. If that 
were not the case, I think all Senators will bear witness that 
I have occupied very little of the time of the Senate in this 
debate, and even outside of that I am entitled to occupy as 
much time as I want; and I intend to do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My suggestion was not in that line at all. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I understood the facetious character of 

the suggestion of the Senator, and it was none the less out of 
place. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg th-e Senator's pardon. My suggestion 
was not as to the time the Senator has occupied. He has oc
cupied very little time, of course, and I realize that; but when 
he was stating, as I understood him to state, that he proposed 
to lay down the fundamental principles of the Democratic 
party, I thought it would probably take him more than a few 
minutes to perform that task. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It occurred tO me, in view of the speech 
of the Senator from Rhode Island at the outset of the debate, 
in which he undertook to lay down the Democratic doctrine, 
that probably some of us on this side from time to time should 
do so. As I said, Mr. President, before attempting to apply 
thell!. to the question of tariff taxation now before the Senate, I 
wrint to state, somewhat briefly, my conception of the funda
mental principles of the Democratic party. 

The Democratic party arose, in some mensure, from the char
acter of the Constitution of the United States and the relation 
of the several States to the Union which that instrument estab
lished, but in a better and larger ~en e perhap it sprung from 
the essentiuls of individual right and public authority. Since 
the adoption of the Federal Constitution the founder, in his life
time, and the loyal adherents of the Democratic party in e-very 
generation, as opposed to the Federalist, the Whig, and the Re-



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE. 2243 
publican parties, have contended for the proper limitation and 
restriction of all public authority, for the separation and inde
pendence of the three great divisions of government, and for 
such construction of that Constitution as would maintain, unim
paired, the just and constitutional distribution of state and 
federal powers. 

While the Democratic party stands more resolutely than any 
other party for the rights of the States and is their foremost 
and historic champion, it is not the state-rights party alone; 
and, while it contends for all the constitutional powers of the 
General Government, it is not the Federal party. It is, rather, 
Mr. President, the party of the Constitution. 

Jefferson rightly declared that the essential principles of our 
Government, which affect this particular subject, consist " in 
the support of the state governments in all the~ rights, as the 
most competent administrations for our domestic concerns, and 
the surest bulwarks against anti-republican tendencies; " and, 
on the other hand, "the preservation of the General Government 
in its whole constitutional vigor as the sheet anchor of our peace 
at home and safety abroad." · 

Besides the natural and inherent objection to a strong gov
ernment, with its tendency to encroach upon private rights and 
to vex, harass, and oppress the citizen, the Democratic party 
conceives that especially in a great country like the United 
States, with a population spread over a far-extended conti
nental territory, the people immediately affected and concerned 
can best regulate their own local and domestic affairs, and that 
a consolidated, central government will in time become extra\a
gant, corrupt, and oppressive. Instead of consolidating, it 
would therefore decentralize the Government within its fair 
constitutional limits, as was the aspiration of the founders, not 
only because that is the constitutional mandate, but also be
cause within that principle lies the public welfare, for the 
nearer the seat of power is placed to the people the more re
sponsive will it be to their will, and the farther it is removed 
from them the more it will be disregarded. It has insisted 
that the Government of the United States is one of limited and 
enumerated powers, and as declared in the tenth amendment-

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States, re
spectively, or to the people. 

As a necessary consequence, Mr. President, the Democratic 
party for more than a century has combated the great mass of 
implied powers in the Federal Government contended for by 
Alexander Hamilton and the several political parties which 
have succeeded to his views. 

Not content, sir, with the progress of the ancient doctrine of 
implied powers, the imperious and baseless dogma of construc
tive constitutional amendment has very recently been boldly 
proclaimed by one of the great leaders of the Republican party, 
and the Democratic party should resist it as it would an army 

,_with banners. 
But, Mr. President, as I have already suggested, the organic 

principles of the party are even stronger than constitutional 
law. The political philosophy of the party finds deeper root 
than in the interpretation of the limitations and safeguards of 
a written Constitution, precious though they be. 

While believing in such a Constitution, and while part of its 
mission is to preserve the one under which we live as the best 
hope of mankind yet devised, the great aim of the party is to 
achieve and perpetuate personal and political and religious 
·freedom. Appealing to the philosophic truth of history, the 
party bears ever in mind that the natural course of affairs is 
for government to encroach upon private rights, for the func
tions of government to be perverted, "for freedom to lose and 
government to gain ground." 

This inevitable movement, Mr. President, would unduly 
enlarge the powers of state and abridge the rights and liberties 
of the citizen. The political philosophy of the party, indeed, 
rests upon those manhood liberties to which Jefferson gave 
imperishable voice in the Declaration of Independence, in the 
Bill of Rights whicll he forced into the Federal Constitution, 
and in his first inaugural address. 

This philosophy is woven indestructibly in the belief that free 
institutions are founded in unceasing and sleepless vigilance; in 
the fearless restriction of government to its legitimate purposes; 
in jealousy and distrust of rulers and not in faith and confidence 
in them; in equal rights to all and special privileges to none; in 
the theory that the government is best which governs least; 
in individualism and not paternalism; in dispersion, not concen
tration, of governmental power; in the limitation of taxation to 
the necessities of a frugal administration; and in an abiding 
conviction of the efficacy and wisdom of popular sovereignty. 
These are its proyerbs ; in these are comprised the vital forces 
of Democracy. · 

For more than half a century the Democratic party, almost 
without interruption, conducted the Federal Government in con
sonance with these principles and made it the marvel of the 
world. The Republican party, on the other hand, like the 
Federalist and the Whig parties of which it is the successor, 
antagonized these principles, both those of a constitutional and 
those of a more general character. 

During and since the civil war, and partly by reason of the 
reactionary and centripetal forces it de•eloped, Republican 
policies largely prevailed. They have resulted in evils in
separable from such policies; in extravagance, and sometimes 
in profligacy and corruption; in the decline of individualism and 
the growth of paternalism; in the dwarfing of home rule; in 
the overthrow of state authority; in the creation of favored 
and privileged classes; in the perversion of the functions of 
government; in the encroachments of government upon the 
natural and reser\ed rights of the people; in the imposition of 
taxation not for public purposes alone but for private pur
poses also; and in the centralization of irresponsive and often 
despotic power at the capital. 

When we turn, Mr. President, to the question of tariff ta~rn
tion and apply to it the basic principles of the two great parties 
which are pertinent, it is obvious that they are antagonistic 
and irreconcilable. Whatever may be thought of the several 
schedules of the pending tariff bill, the measure as a whole is 
avowedly constructed on the principle of protection; that is, on 
the principle that the power of the Government may be used 
to tax imports, not primarily to raise revenue to support the 
Government, but primarily to protect American producers and 
manufacturers against foreign competition, whereby the price 
of the home articles to American consumers may be enhanced 
to the extent of the tax. By legislative decree, by operation 
of law, a burden is laid upon consumers not based upon natural 
trade conditions, not their share of the expenditures of gov
ernment, but is levied for the sole purpose of augmenting the 
profits and private fortunes of manufacturers and producers. 
This is the Republican doctrine of protection, stripped of sophis
try and embellishment. It is founded neither in constitutional 
nor moral right, and is opposed to the nature, the spirit, and 
the genius of our institutions. 

Individual Democrats may doubtless be founcl who believe 
in free trade or in protection, yet the Democratic J)arty believes 
in neither. It stands for a revenue tariff_:._that is, for a tariff 
which will admit imports and yield revenue primarily-and is 
opposed to a protective tariff, whether the duties are levied on 
finished products or on raw material. Under whatever grant 
of federal power it is sought to be justified, a tariff law which 
compels the great body of consumers of the counh·y to pay 
mere tribute to those from whom they purchase is a gross and 
palpable abuse of legislative authority. 

No greater or more unjust burden in the guise of taxation 
was ever laid upon a free people than that contained in the 
present tariff law. With astonishing candor, it has been ad
mitted by some who took part in framing the law that the rates 
were deliberately placed excessi-Yely high, higher than the de
mand of the most rapacious protectionist, in order to negotiate 
reciprocity treaties with foreign countries, and yet such treaties 
have not been negotiated, -or if negotiated ha\e not been ratified. 
For twelve years the people have borne the burden, for twelve 
years they have poured part of their earnings into the coffers 
of the oil, the sugar, and the steel combinations, out of which 
monuments in benevolences and in charities have been erected 
throughout the land to those whose avarice and greed and law
lessness wrung the exactions from the toiling millions ; and 
now that tariff revision in some form can no longer be post
poned, it is said with familiar and characteristic audacity that 
it must be done by the friends and beneficiaries, who would 
fasten the indefensible and vicious system upon the country. 

While it is not my purpose to discuss the pending bill to-day 
in detail, something of the oppressive character of the present 
law and the failure to relieve it by the proposed measure should 
be succinctly pointed out. The average existing ad valorem rate 
on all articles is 44.88 per cent. In 1906 tariff taxes actually 
paid on 91 groups of articles were 100 per cent or over. It has 
been estimated by a leading Republican and protectionist that 
under the Dingley Act the people pay to the protected interests 
annually a mere tribute or subsidy of at least $500,000,000. 
This is practically divided among the trusts, among them the 
sugar trust receiving $20,000,000, the oil trust $20,000,000, and 
the steel trust $80,000,000 yearly. Notwithstanding the ex
orbitant rate now imposed, the pending bill carries a higher one, 
an average rate of 4.6.45 per cent, or 1.{57 per cent over the 
Dingley rate. 

Mr. J efferson asserted as a just limitation upon government 
that after making provision for an economical and efficient 
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administration it sho_uld not take from the mouth of labor the 
·bread it has earned. At the bottom of this is the Democratic 
doctrine of individualism and its opposite is the Republican doc
trine of paternalism; the one embodying the idea, as applied to 
taxation, that the property of the citizen may not be taken 
except for public purposes, and the other that it may also be 
taken for private advantage. As long as a lar.ge part of the 
re,·enue of the Federal Government is raised by taxes on imports, 
as is now the case, incidental and unavoidable benefit will accrue 
to .American products by lessening foceign competition, even 
when such taxes are imposed on a purely revenue basis. A. 
tariff levied, howe·rnr, not for necessary revenue, but wholly for 
protection is perhaps the highest and most pernicious form of 
paternalism, because in addition to imposing unnecessary taxa
tion the powers of government are grossly perverted in order to 
enhance the private interests of the favored class. Against such 
injustice and such perversion of the taxing power the Demo
cratic party has ever protested, .and the practical consequence 
which have followed the protective system justify the con
demnation. 

The protective policy has fostered a dependence upon gov
ernment for the promotion of trade. and industry which is hurt
ful to individual effort and detrimental to general prosperity. 
lt has increased the cost of living enormously, out of . all pro
portion to the increase in wages when that has occurred, and 
thus in the end has injured the wage-earners. It has enabled 
protected interests to sell cheaper to foreign than to home 
markets and to demand extortionate profits from the people of 
the United States. Under the operation of the Dingley Act dur
ing the past ten years the steel corporation alone exacted 
perhaps $250,000,000 more from American consumers than it 
would have been satisfied with fr-Om foreign consumers. The 
protective tariff has undoubtedly encouraBed and contributed 
to the formation of trusts and combinations in trade in this 
country by stifling foreign competition and limiting the field of 
operations of these combinations, for the larger the field the 
more difficult will be its control and monopoly. It has created· 
a fayored and privileged class, and has enabled that class to 
amass colossal fortunes, which are used to bind the protective 
system upon the people by degrading and debauching the suf
frage aud the national conscience. Mr. President, although 
there is penury and want in every community in the land, and 
although this is due in part to the burden which the people 
bear for protection's sake, yet the wealth of its beneficiaries 
rivals the wildest dreams of kings. These vast fortunes, chal
lenging the credulity of mankind, are not the .fruit of unaided 
individual or corporate effort, but result in large degree from 
the operation of these unequal and unjust laws. 

The Democratic party ·makes no war upon wealth nor would 
it embroil capital and labor nor embitter the poor against the 
rich. But on this subject it would gradually embody in legis
lation equality of right; it would dissolve the · government co
partnership with special privileges and protected interests, 
and it would not by law give to any man or class a favor or 
advantage above another in the race and struggle of life. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to agreeing to 
paragraph 89, to which the committee amendment in line 15 has 
been withdrawn? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that go over, Mr. President. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the paragraph may be agreed to 

as· it stands; but I give notice, as I said before, that the com
mittee may later on recommend an amendment. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, when this paragraph was 
reached on . the first reading of the bill it was suggested by the 
chairman of the Finance Committee that it be passed over, and 
he coupled that request, as I recall it, With the suggestion that 
the committee might report an amendment placing mica on the 
free list. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My statement was that a large number of 
industries specially engaged in the electrical business believed 
that mica should be on the free list. They have made certain 
statements to that effect to the committee, and have asked to be 
further heard with reference to it. The committee are now 
willing to agree to the House provision, but if it should appear 
to them later on that some changes should be made, they reserve 
the right to recommend an amendment. 

Mr. GAMBLE. It was my purpose, Mr. President, when this 
paragraph was reached to submit some observations thereon, 
because of the great interest of the western part of our State 
in the production or mica. If, however, the paragraph is not 
to be finally disposed of at this time I would not care now to 
unduly take up the time of the Senate. If it is proposed to 
take up the paraaraph later I should like an opportunity to be 
heard, and possibly at some length. 
\ Mr. ~RICH. T will give .1?1e Senator from S-ottth Dakota 
aue notice when the paragraph is to be taken up. · 

Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, the reduction as proposed 
from the Dingley A.ct of 1897 on unmanufactured mica is from 
6 to 5 cents a pound and on the manufactured article from 12 to 
10 cents a pound. The ad valorem duty of 2J) . per cent remains 
as in the existing law. The industry is being very rapidly de
veloped in this country against most active foreign competition, 
and it occurs to me, Mr. President, the rate of duty provided by_ 
the present law should be retained, in justice to this industry. 
The people of 11 States are interested in this industry, and 
are producers of mica. There has been an immense increase 
in the production of this article during the past two or three 
years, and at this time nearly 50 per cent of the consumption 
of the United States is produced in this country as agairist the 
importations from abroad. 

The importation for 1908 was 1,310,877 pounds, with a valua
tion of $567,550. The domestic production for the year 1907 
was 1,060,182 pounds, with a valuation of $349,311. The do
mestic production for the year 1902 was 373,266 pormds. It 
will be observed the production during the five years increa ed 
nearly 400 per cent. 

The statistics for the·year 1.908 show a very marked decrease 
in importations over that of 1907. For the former year the 
importations were 1,310,877 pounds, against 3,448,452 pounds 
for the latter. 

Mr. NELSON. To what paragraph does the Senator refer? 
The V:IOE~PRESIDENT. Paragraph 89 is before the Senate. 
l'ifr. GAMBLE. Mr. President, I am addressing myself . 

briefly to par.agraph 89. I repeat, this industry is largely in proc
ess of development. The product is essential to the develop
ment and to ·the uses of many industries, and' should receive the 
protection and encouragement. There are inexhaustible mines 
of this product in South Dakota, where last year one-third of 
the mica in the United States was produced. A. large plant in 
the western part of the State has been succ.essfully operated 
for the past two years. I am informed another of equal capac
ity is being installed and will be in operation within the next 
sixty days. I am assured from the extensive and rich supply 
in that region, with both plants in operation, they will be able 
to produce a sufficient supply for all the electrical uses of the 
entire country. The production of mica is largely in competi
tion with the cheapest labor in the world. The largest im
portations for 1908, as shown by the statistics of the Govern
ment, were from India. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me to ask liim a 
question? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Among the representations whic1i were 

made to us by people who wanted lower duties on this product, 
or the placing of it on the free list, is that it is controlled by 
one concern, and that to keep this duty up would simply be for 
the benefit of theitrust;. I should like ·to have the Senator from 
South Dakota explain to us whether or not that is true, and 
how many people there are engaged in the production of mica 
in this country. 

Mr. GA'MBLEJ. I have not the statistics at hand at this 
moment to show the number of people employed in this indus
try, but they are scattered over 11 of the States of the Union. 

In the matter of trusts, I have more particular knowledge 
in Telation to conditions in my own State. 

fu the vicinity of Ouster, from a report of the Geological 
Survey just issued, there are 13 mines, 4 of which, I am in
formed, are operated and owned by the Vt"estinghouse Company. 
It is my understanding the 9 other mines are owned and oper
ated by independent concerns and individuals. 

North Carolina has been the largest producer of mica and 
has the greatest number of producing mines. In no sense do 
I understand this industry is owned or controlled by a trust, 
and have never heard such a statement made. The production 
comes from so -niany States and from such an extended area 
I do not believe such a condition is likely to occur. 

Mr. President, it is my purpose, on account of the statement 
made by the chairman of the committee, to take the time of 
the Senate on this paragraph only fo1· a moment. .As I stated 
before, the largest importation is from India; and the statistics 
of last year show an importation of 543,722 pounds from tha:t 
country, where there are between fifteen and sixteen thousand 
people engaged in the mining of mica at the lowest possible 
wages. Against such competition the American laborer should 
recei'rn the full measure of protection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator from South Dakota give 
us the relative wages in South Dakota and India upon this 
product? 

Mr. GAMBLE. The comparative rate of wages between India 
and this country has been frequently given during this debate. 
The rate there is only a few cents per day, and is only a frac-
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tion of the rate of wages paid in this country. The informa- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, paragraph 8V is 
tion furnished us .by the Finance Committee is that mica from agreed to, the committee amendment having been withdrawn. 
India can be mined and landed in this country at a price lower The Sec1·etary will state the next paragraph passed over. 
than the cost of production at some of the mines in the United The SECRETARY. Paragraph 94-gas retorts. 
States. l\Ir. ALDRICH. I will say that the committee proposes to 

It seems to me, l\Ir. President, the rate of the present law ask that the paragraph regarding pumice be adopted as it came 
should be retained. If the paragraph is to be again taken up, from the House. I do not know · whether the junior Senator 
I will not longer detain the Senate at this time. However, from Nebraska [l\fr. BROWN], whom I do not see in the Cham
should the committee propose a further amendment of the ber at this time, but who is interested in it, desires to offer an 
naturn suggested, I will again ask to be heard at greater length. amendment or not. Perhaps I had better defer action upon it 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not ask to have it go over. I ask the until the Senator comes into the Chamber. We will take up, 
Senate to agree to the House provision. · therefore, the next paragraph-carbons and gas retorts. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. l\Ir. President, the Senator from Rhode The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next 
IsJand is 11lldoubtedly incorrect, or he is the victim of misrepre- paragraph passed over. 
sentation, when he imagines that mica is controlled by a tru t. The SECRETARY. Paragraph 94, page 23. The committee pro
It is not. We have independent companies operating in the poses, in line 12, to strike out "$3 each" and insert "30 per 
little State of New Hampshire and doing considerable business. cent ad valorem." 

The Senator asked about the wages in India as compared with The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
the wages in this country. I understand that they get 8 or 10 amendment. 
cents a day in India, and we pay considerably more than that The amendment wa.s agreed to. 
in the United States. The SECRETARY. In lines 14 and 15 the committee peoposes 

But what I rose for more particulal'ly was to call attc;-ntion to to strike out "35 per cent ad valorem" and insert "70 cents 
a fraud that has been perpetrated in the importation of mica, per 100 feet." 
and to ask the chairman of the committee, or some member of l\fr. ALDRICH. The committee modifies its amendment in 
that committee, if we will be reasonably protected against that that respect and moves to insert the words which I send to the 
fraud if the paragraph shall be agreed to as it came from the desk. 
House of Representatives? Here is a piece of mica [exhibiting] The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state . the 
imported from India. That was called " rough trimmed " mica. amendment as modified. 
It is almost a complete sheet of mica; in fact, it looks like a Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment is to take the place of lines 
complete sheet to me; and yet the Board of Appraisers in New 14 and 15. 
York rul d that that was rough-trimmed mica, and it came in Mr. BAILEY. What page? 
and was accepted· as rough-trimmed mica. The friends of this Mr. ALDRICH. Page 23, line 14, after the words " ad valo-
industry propose _that the words "thumb trimmed" shall be i·em,'' to strike out "carbons for electric lighting, 70 cents per 
inserted in place of" rough trimmed," that having been a former hundred feet,'' and insert the words which I send to the de k. 
process by which they broke off the edges with the thumb, but The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as modified will 
I understand that has been abandoned. The Board of Appruis- be stated. 
ers, as I am informed, have since decided that this character of The SECRETARY, On page 2-3,_ line 14, after the words "ad 
mica can not come in as " rough trimmed; " but the question I valorem,'' it is proposed to modify the committee amendment by 
wanted to ask was whether it may not come in almost as com- striking out the words "carbons for electric lighting, 70 cent.s 
pletely manufactured as this under the term " rough trimmed?" per hundred feet,'' and insert " carbons for electric lighting 
What protection have we, as a matter of fact, against this frand made entirely from petroleum coke, 35 cents per hundred feet; 
that has been perpetrated and which1 it seems to me, may be if composed chiefly of lampblack or retort carbon, 65 cents per 
continued only in a less degree? The Senator from Utah [Mr. hundred feet." 
SMOOT] has given a good deal of consideration to this matter, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
and I will ask him if be thinks we will be really protected, as amendment as modified. 
we ought to be, in reference to this matter if we agree to the Mr. LA FOLLlD'I'TEJ. Mr. President, I hope that amendment 
Bouse phraseology and leave in the words "rough trimmed?" will not be adopted. Electric carbons are used in every city 

Mr. SMOOT. My opinion is that to entirely protect the in America and in nearly every village. They are nlso used by 
American mica the words " thumb trimmed " should be used every indush·ial and commercial establishment of any size in 
instead of "rough trimmed." this country. The rate under the existing law is 90 cents per 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; and the Senator understands this hundred carbons. That is equal to about 47 per cent ad valorem. 
piece which I have here was ~t one time imported and pas ed The Bouse took con iderable testimony upon this subject, 
the custom-house as" rough trimmed." Now 1 understand that and fixed a rate of 35 per cent ad valorem; and the Senate bill 
decision has been reyersed; but may it not be imported not in as first reported proposed a duty of 70 cents per hundred feet, 
quite as complete a form and yet be admitted as " rough an increase of 55 per cent over the existing rate. The com
tritnmed?" mittee amendment proposed this morning makes a new classi-

fication. It proposes a rate of 35 cents per hundred feet on 
Mr. SMOOT. The decision of the court in New York was that low-grade cnrbons and a rate of 65 cents per hundred feet on 

whenever it comes in in shapes and forms it always comes under high-grade carbons. 
a higher rate, and wherever it is sickle cut, then it comes under l\l'r. President, this rate of 35 cents per hundred feet on Iow
a lower rate. rt .is h·ue that in the past that form of mica did grade carbons in this new classification lms no significance what
come into this country, or they tried to get it into this country, ever. 
as "rough trimmed." 

Mr. GALLINGER. They did actually, I think, at one time, There are no low-grade carbons imported into this countJ."y, 
did they not? and there can be none. That statement is based upon the testi-

Mr. SMOOT. At one time they did. mony of Mr. Crider, secretary of the National Carbon Company, 
who appeared before the Ways and Means Committee, repre-

1\fr. GALLINGER. I am quite willing to have the paragraph senting this monopoly, which is the sole producer of high-grade 
agreed to with the phraseology of the House ; but will take oc- 1 t · b · 
casion to repeat what the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. e ec nc car ons and dommates the market for low-gmde car

bons in this country. 
GAMBLE] said, that I can see no earthly i·eason why the rates l\Ir. Crider says: . 
on this product should be reduced from those in the existing law. 

Mr. DU PONT. l\Ir. President-- _ The common grade of earbon is made from petroleum coke (a raw 
matel'lal that they do not have at a reasonable price abroad). 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- At another place in his testimony he reaffirms that statement 
shire yield to the Senator from DeJaware? in language equally definite, clear, and positive. Just what the 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly, I yield. purpose of the cgm.mittee was in making this new classification 
Mr. DU PONT. Why would not the term used by the Sen- and this· apparent reduction in the duty, I do not know. It has 

ator from Utah, "in shapes and· forms," be a complete protec- not been explained. I shall be glad to hear an explanation when 
tion? I suggest that to the Senator from New Hampshire. it is made. None has been offered, but a vote has been de-
People in my State also are interested in the mica industry. manded upon this amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand, l\Il'. President, that the Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President~---
committee are going to give this matter further consideration The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wi~consin 
with a view to making this paragraph conform to what some of yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
us think it ought to be, if in their wisdom they think it neces- , Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
sary to <;hange it; but I think .for the '!resent we had better l\Ir. SllIMONS. I have just come into the Chamber; and 
agree to it as the House passed it. . as I did so I heard the Senator say tha~ this reduction was an 
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apparent one. Perhaps the Senator had, before I came in, given 
the reasons for that statement. I did not hear them, however. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say to the Senator from North 
Carolina that I was speaking especially of the new .classifica
tion and the 35-cent rate that is provided for low-grade carbons. 
I had just read the testimony of the secretary of the National 
Carbon Company, which has a monopoly of the manufacture of 
high-grade carbons and controls the market of low-grade car
bons in this country, to show that low-grade carbons are not 
manufactured at all in foreign countries, because they can not 
get, at reasonable prices, the petroleum coke out of which these 
low-grade carbons are made. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish the Senator to understand that I nm 
in entire sympathy with him in desiring a reduction in the duty. 
I bad heretofore supposed that a reftuction had been made, be
cause I noticed in our Book of Estimates that the duty under the 
present law is 90 cents per hundred, while under the Senate bill 
it is 70 cents per hundred. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator is misled by the :figures. 
The duty under the present law is about 47 per cent. It is 46.79 
per cent. 

Mr. SIMJ\IONS. Yes; but I was not speaking about the ad 
valorem duty. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I mean the ad valorem equivalent. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I was not speaking about the ad valorem 

equivalent. 
l\fr. LA FOLJ;ETTE. I beg the Senator's pardon. _ 
Mr. SIMMONS. The ad valorem equivalent indicates there 

has been a reduction of about 10 per cent; . but the specific 
duty is 90 cents per hundred under the present Jaw, and under 
the Senate bill 70 cents per hundred, which would indicate a 
reduction. The ad valorem rate also indicates a reduction; 
but I understood the Senator to say that the reduction is only 
upparent. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Those figures are utterly misleading. 
They show an apparent reduction, but if correct would show an 
increase of 55 per cent over the existing rate. I am speaking 
of the amendment as first reported by the committee. The 
amendment proposed by the committee this morning is an in
crease of about 45 per cent over the existing rate. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
Mr. L.A. FOLLETTE. I do. 
Mr. GORE. I wish to ask the Senator if it is a fact that in 

one case the duty is laid per hundred and in the other case it is 
laid per hundred feet? Is that true or not? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is true. 
Mr. GORE. The reason why I asked the question is that I 

have here a letter from a party concerned, who says that in the 
change of the duty from so much per hundred to so much per 
hundred feet there is concealed a "joker" that will result in a 
large and unreasonable increase. 

l\fr. SIMMONS. That is the reason I asked the question. 
l\.Ir. LA FOLLETTE. There is really an increase instead of 

a decrease. 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. I wanted to see the "joker" worked out. I 

noticed that myself. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not care to call it a "joker " or 

to charge anyone with bad faith. But in effect and in operation 
it will work out as an increase of duty of 55 per cent as first 
reported in the Senate bill, and 45 per cent as proposed in this 
last committee amendment. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senafor from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
Mr. GORE. I wish to state that the reason I used the term 

"joker" was that I remembered that the word was used in the 
letter to which I have referred. I am not responsible for the 
expression; and I am sure that if any such conseqµence should 
follow, it will be due to mere oversight on the part of the com
mittee and not due to design. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. l\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I do, if it is for a question. 
l\fr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. Before we leave the point 

about the so-called " increase" in the duty on carbons, whereas 
on the face of it there is an apparent reduction, I should like 
to ask the Senator from Wisconsin if this is not a fact: .A.t the 
time the present Jaw was written, the only carbons that were 
known to commerce under this schedule were about 11 inches 
long, and the present law levied on them a duty of 90 cents per 
hundred; and afterwards the in;iporters invented a method of 

circumventing our tariff laws by making these carbons 6 feet 
long and subsequently cutting them off, so that they. could im
port under this duty of 90 cents per hundred a much larger 
quantity than the framers of the law contemplated? Is it not 
true that in that way the importers really wrote our tariff law 
in this respect, and yery largely reduced the duty on this article? 

And is not that the only excuse or semblance of excuse for 
the Sena tor's contention that there is a " joker" in this · lan
guage? We are now revising _ the tariff law for the purpose of 
bringing it up to date and correcting these inequalities which 
have not been written in our laws, but have been crowded into 
them by the ingenuity of importers. 

l\Ir. L.A. FOLLETTE. I will say to the Senator that when he 
interrupted me I was about to take up this very proposition 
and present it fully to the Senate. 

It is true that the importers did increase the length of the 
carbons for importation, and thus obviated what otherwise 
would have been a prohibitive duty. It is also true that the 
courts held that they could lawfully do that. And I think it 
will appear that this was not more ingenious than the ad
vantage that was taken by somebody who must have imposed 
on the conferees in getting into the conference report the rate 
that was fixed by the Dingley law. That rate put upon a prod
uct that is manufactured largely by mechanical processes a 
duty from 100 to 150 per cent, laying the foundation, as it 
did, for the formation of the carbon monopoly that we have in 
this country to-day, with headquarters at Cleveland, Ohio. 

I desire to place before the Senate all the facts that I have 
been able to gather relating to this subject. 

The reason for this change in the duty on electric-light car
bons is that under the present law, which fixes the duty at 
90 cents per hundred, the carbons are imported in double 
lengths-that is, twice the length required for ordinary use, 
which is about 1 foot. I will say to the junior Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. JOHNSON] that it would not be possible to 
import such carbons in 6-foot lengths. I have no doubt the 
importers would do it if they could. I am not apologizing for 
or defending the importers. · 

I presume they tried to import these carbons, under the provi
sions of the Dingley bill, in lengths as great as it was possible 
to handle without loss by breaking; and I think they found, 
upon trial, that they could not import them longer than double 
lenghs without sustaining a greater loss from breakage than 
gain from increasing the length of the carbons. 

Under the present law, which fixes the duty at 90 cents per 
100, carbons are now imported in double lengths-that is, twice 
the length required for the ordinary use, which is about 1 foot. 
But in computing the ad valorem equivalent under the duty 
proposed by the Finance Committee, the rate is given on the 
assumption th:it 12-inch carbons are imported. 

Under the present law probably 80 per cent, certainly a large 
proportion, of the carbons imported are imported in 2-foot 
lengths. Two hundred feet of carbon is imported for a duty of 
90 cents, which is about equivalent to a 47 per cent ad valorem. 
Under the proposed amendment of the Senate committee, as I 
have before stated, 200 feet of carbon would be subject to a 
ducy of $1.30, an increase in the duty over the existing rate of 
45 per cent, thus making a great increase in the existing rate 
instead of a great reduction, as would appear on its face. 

Mr. President, I am ready to stand for an increase of the 
rate in this bill whenever it can be justified as necessary to 
encourage production in this country, and there is reasonable 
hope that the higher duty will increase production and, under 
competition, reduce the cost to the consumer. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will the Senator from Wisconsin pardon me? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RooT in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator is right in his contention

and I think he is-and if all the carbon came in in lengths of 
2 feet, under the present law the rate would be only 45 per cent 
per foot, would it not? 

Mr. LA FOLLET.rE. The ad valorem equivalent is about 47 
per cent. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. This is a specific raise of 30 cents per hun-
dred feet. • 

Mr. L.A. FOLLETTE. Twenty cents per 100 feet, I think. 
Mr. Sllil\IONS. No; the difference between 45 and 70. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The pending amendment is 65 cents per 

100' feet. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I was not here when the amendment was 

introduced . • 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senate committee has offered as a 

substitute for this proposed amendment to the bill an amend
ment which makes a new classification, putting a rate of 35 



1909 .. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2247 
cents ·per 1.00 feet -On the low-grade .ca.1•bon ra:n:d a -rate of 65 cents "Jllista'k!e or misstatement is made m COIDJ;>Uting the ad -valorem 
per il.00 feet ron rt.he high ... grade .carbon. ' ·rate of duty under the proposed amendment. The. -duty under 

fr. SIMMONS. [ was not in the Ohambe:r wll.en t:he :amend- the amendment is estimated on. a basis ·of 70 cents a hUil.dred 
ment was .offered. .carb.ans, idiSl'egarding :the double lengtll and disregarding the 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Tepresentati:ve •of the National Oar- fact that the duty proposed is 'ro cents i>er hundred feet, wmcn 
bon Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, the so-called "'carbon trust," would be $1.40 per 'llundr-ed carbons of the length now imported, 
argued before the Rouse committee :that ±lie Government was 1 or -55 per ·cent more than under the :present law. 
·bein" defrauded on -account of tibe increased length of tile Mr. BEYERliDGE. Let me ask the .Senator a question right 
·Carbons. "This argument has been repeated here. The senior here, so that I may clearly llilderstand it. 
'Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE], the first time this l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. That is at 90 cents under the present 
paragraph was read for conside:ra"tian, made that statement, 'law. 
and made it, I sup_pose, upon information whlch ·came 'from the Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand. 
'Same source. The saggestion of the Senate ·amendment is that ' Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 'That is the way the caTbons ha-v.ebeen 
the importers, and the consumers, who ·may fairl:y ,be assumed imported. 
to have benefited by the reduced I>rice made ;possible cby the Mr. lHDVElRIIi>GE. I know. Let :us see if we -can get it 
pr.aetice of the importers, are now to lbe punished by this in- - clear. When the Dingley bill was passed carbons were lm
.crease of ·duty. It may be that Congress did not, in fixing tlle 'Ported :at 12 dnehes, and the law pruvided 90 ·cents per hundred. 
duty in the Dingley bill, contemplate that the length of the Mr. LA !FOLLETTE. Y-es, sir. 
carbons should be increased for rim,port. "The length of the Mr . .BEVERIDGE. .J .ust as soon as they found they could 
iearbons imported at rthe time of the enactment of the Dmgley import them .at a ·greater length they still :paid :go cents a hun
bill w~s the commeucia.l length of a.bout ll:2 mches., maybe -a dred far :the '24-inch, just as they bad paid it be:f-0re for the 
rtI'i:fie ~elow that. Because I ·want 'the Senator ta have full 12-inch. 
possession· of all the facts I have, r will 'Say.... that on the ~n11.ct- , Mr. LA. .OOLLETTE. That made the duty on !importations 
ment ·of that 1a-w, and for ltbe purpose of bringing--. of last year about 47 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr~ BEVERIDGE. Mr. President-- Mr ... Bl!WERIDGE. Yes; 'it practically cut the duty in twe . . 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In just a moment. _ Now, I iwish to ask the Senator whether it was the intention 
Mr. B!IHVERIDGE. Very well. · .of those 'Who framed the Dingley law to ·provide a rate of 90 
Mr. LA FODLETTE. F1-0r tile purpose -of bringing in the car- I cents, assuming that the ·carbons were 12 inches long! 

bcms ·at all, the importers did "increase the length. Ii they 1had Mr. LA FOLLE'irTE. That is antietpating somewhat what I 
not do:ie so they ould have !been :up ·against the tt>arner of a I intended ~o saY:, but [ will .answe~ it right .here. I presume i~ 
Drobib1tory -duty 'l'anging !from J.00 to 150 ;per cent-that is, the was ~e mtention of whoever secured that .Ph?:'aseology to get 
rate under the Dingley law-assuming it to ha-ve bee-n intended that :bi~h J.!ate ·of duty, ·which, expressed in the ad valorem 
1to .apply "to iea-vb<m ,of j11st that length and not to ihave per- ·equivalent, woula have 'been from 100 to 1.50 per cent and abso'
m1tted the 1mp.ortation of carbons of greater 1ength. But the lutely prohib~tory. I do not believe it was -the intention of the 
court decided that ~t did permit the importation of ·caroons of ·Oongr.ess ·which :adopted that law to fix -a 100 to 1.50 per cent 
any length, and simply gauged the duty by the number of car- :rate, ·~eca~se wh~n the ~~1ey bill J>~SSed the House of Repre
'bons imported. A lh:undred .carbons :paid a duty of ·90 cents, no sentatives 1t carnea .an ad -valorem -rate of ·50 per cent; so that, 
matter what their length. It was ·so.on found that owing to 'the -so far as ·the House of Representativ~ expressed its 'legisla.ttve 
large percentage of breakage they could not be imported in intention in r~erence to the duty necessary, it put it at 50 per 
lengths exceeding 2 feet. · cent. The bill came to the 'Senate, and in conference was 

I now yield to the Senator from Indiana. ch-a:nged to this _particular t>hraseology, which, as applied at that 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator a question. time to importations, worked out to 'be a duty of 100 to 150 

1: gather from his argument that the ·senator is assuming that per cent-- . 
the duty fixed by the Senate committee is an in.crease ovR the Mr. BEVERIDGE. Right here--
-present law. J:s that right? 1\fr. LA FOLLETTE (continuing). _ AJld bears upon its face 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It 'is ·an increase over the present iaw. some of the .cha~ctetistics of a "joker.'' 
It is not an . assumption. it is a fact. I think that is very . Mr. B'ffiVERIDGE. That is very important. I will see it I 
clear. · catch it cleaTly. I ·understand wh-en the House _passed the 

Mr. 'BEVERI'DGE. I see here-I .have not studied rthls-dn Dingley 'bill, it fixed the rate at 50 per cent ·ad vaiorem. 
the comparative statement that the present law is 90 cents l\fr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir; :the Senator is right. 
per 'hundred carbons, the Senate b1Il is 70 cents 'per hundred 'l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
feet, and the Honse bill is 35 per cent ·ad valorem. TherefoTe, T~e P~ESIDING OFFIOER. Do.es the Senator from Wls~ 
the Senate rate at first was made 5 per cent. I .understand that -consrn yield :further to the Senator from Indiana? 

.. -an amendment has been brought ln by the Finance Committee Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the change to the specific rate a1l 
whicll -reduces that 5 cents ·per hundred feet, which makes the ·90 cent-a per hundred ·was made in the -Senate or in conference? 
ad valorem about what the Honse rate is, which, as I under- Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I.n confe.rence. . 
stood from the Finance Committee the other day, is a reduction. . Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course, rt could not have 'been .changed 
Is the statement of the Finance Oommittee correct in that con- m conference unless the Senate had made some change in the 
nection! 'hill. It could aiot otherwise have been changed in conference. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is not .correct at all. I will restate However, that is immaterial. . _ 
that, because tr desire ·the Senator and every other 'Sen.a:tor io Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It was ~anged in conference. 
understand it, 1f it can be made clear. '.I should like ±he atten- Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. Pres1dent--
'tio:n of the Senator from Indiana, since he asked ·me the ques- T~e P!tESIDING OFFICER. Doe~ the Senator from Wis-
fion, if the 'Senator from Rhode Island will permit. It 1s not consm. yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
quite fair when one has been asked to Testate a proposition to Mr. LA lPOLLETTE. 1 do. 
l1ave the Senator who asked it engage -in conversation. Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to -state to the Chair that I was 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator shall have my entire ilt- not trying to take the Senator from Wisconsin from his feet, 
tention. and I had been -recognized by the Chair-; and ha:ving been 

l\I:r. LA OOLLETTE. The pereentage rate •given tby the ·recognized 'by fhe Chair, and the ·senatOT from Wisconsin having 
'Finance Committee in the table -of ·estllnates 1s ·computed upon yielded to :me to -ask him a question, I was entirely within 'lily 
the n.ssmnption that the carbons .are imported at ·a 12-'.ineh rig:Qts. . 
1ength under the Dingley law. Ii they had been impcrrted ·at The PRESIDING OFFICER. The <Chair is bound to inform 
that length, the ad valorem equivalent stated dn the tables fur- the 'Senator from Indiana tha:t he made several observations 
nished by the Finance ·Committee would have been correc.t. not ·asking for recognition-- ' 

The Dingley law made it ffilpossible to Jim.1101'.t ·cai'bons into Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
this .country :at all at the rate of duty it fixed, if they were im- The PRESIDING OFFICER (continuing). Un1ess the Chair 
-ported at the 12-inch length. But the law did not specify the failed to notice the request of the Senator from Indiana. 
12-inch length., and the importers changed i:he carbons and im- Mr. BEVERIDGE. · l\fr. President, we might as well have this 
ported them-after :they ~ound c0ut -what they comd :do :in •pack- ruling settled here and now as at a:n:.v other time. 'Is 1t under
ling, ;and so forth-in 24-inch 1engths. When ;imported in this 'Stood to be the rniing of the Senate that when one Senator in
llength, the duty of 90 ,cents per hundred carbons amounts to terrupts another to ask him a question, and gets the Senator's 
45 cen.ts iJ)er bundired feet and, on tile aetual importations, to !Permission ·and 11sks him the ·question, in the succeeding ques-
47 per ceent ad "1Talo:rem. This ..ad w.alo:rem, giv.en -i:n the 1commit- itions 'w'hicb he .asks, that interruption having been perm.ittoo 
tee"s table, is taken rfrom the ·stati-stics rof Imports .and Dut1es, by the Senator, he must for each question while he is still !Oil 

furnished by the Bureau of Statistics, and is correct. But the the floor get the Chair's attention and again the consent of the 
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Senator? Because, if that is the ruling, of course we would take 
up more than two-thirds of the time in merely asking the Chair 
every time. That is an interesting proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
there must be some limit to the extent to which a general con
versation shall continue, and the Chair supposed in this case
that the conversation had gone as far as the request of the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin intended that it should go. -

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, of course, that would mean that in 
asking a series of questions which the Senator occupying the 
floor had conceded the right to have asked him, it is for the 
Chair to determine whether a Senator is through asking his 
questions and the Senator through answering them or not, and 
it is not for Senators to determine. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Now, Mr. Presiednt, I do not believe that 
-it wai;; the real legislative intent to put a prohibitory duty upon 
c&rbons. I find on reference to the .te!'timony with respect to 
the history of this duty that in enactil;lg the Dingley bill the 
S~nate simply struck out the Ho:nse duty of 50 per cent and 

.threw the matter into conference; the provision which became 
the law was reported as a part of the conference report not 
therefore subject to amendment, and it had to go through in 
that form as a part of the conference report and without refer
ence to its merits. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that the question whether the 
duty imposed in the Dingley law worked out in practice as 
some people intended it should and wanted it to work out is 
very material in this discussion. Certainly an evasion or pur
pose to evade the law is not so clearly established as to warrant 
us here in enacting a punitive duty that will impose an un
warranted burden upon the public. It does not make any 
difference what these importers have done; the question that 
confronts the Senate is where this rate shall be fixed under all 
the existing circumstances. 

The existing rate of duty is already high, and by implication 
the Senate Finance Committee recognized this in their compila
tion. They purported to be reducing the duty to 36 per cent 
ad valorem, or practically to the rate carried in the Payne bill. 

In contrasting the H onse bill and the bill reported by the 
Finance Committee I do not wish to be understood as always 
favoring the rates imposed by the House bilL But it is worthy 
of careful consideration that the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House spent months in the investigation of this subject and 
in the preparation of the bill which they reported. 

After they heard the testimony upon both sides and pre
sumably weighed it, they wrote into that bill a rate of 35 per 
cent as their- judgment of a fairly protective duty to imnose 
upon these high-grade carbons. That rate represented a slight 
reduction from the present law. I submit that when this com
mittee reverses the- action of the other House and . asks the 
Senate to vote for a duty increasing the present rate 45 per 
cent some facts and reasons should accompany that requesf. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, would it interrupt the Senator 
from Wisconsin--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I call the Senator from 
Maryland to order. According to the ruling of the Chair, the 
Senator from l\Iaryland did not address the Chair. 

l\fr. RAYNER. I beg pardon; I said "1\Ir. President." The 
Senator from Indiana ought to be a little more particular about 
his criticism. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not at all criticising the Senator 
from Maryland. 

Mr. RAYNER. I said "Mr. President" when I rose. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator was not recognized. I 

called the Senator to order to show how absurd the ruling is. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis-

consin yield? . 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If in trying this case out it is neces

sary to take testimony, I want to say that the Senator from 
Maryland did address the President of the Senate, and then, in 
a lower tone of voice, asked me if he might interrupt me. 

Mr.- RAYNER. I distinctly addressed the President. It is 
a pity the Senator from Indiana had not something more im
portant to do than to make a criticism of that sort. He is 
wasting most of the time over there, anyway. 

Will it interrupt the Senator from Wisconsin if I ask him one 
or two questions ? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Not at all. 
Mr. RAYNER. I am with the Senator on this proposition. 

I have received a communication. I did not want to break into 
the current of the Senator's discussion. It reads as follows: 

According to the rate of duty now proposed by the Finance Commit
tee of the Senate the impor tation of carbons will be absolutely_ impos
sible, and the ent ire business will fall into the hands of the Nationa.I 
Carbon Company, of Cleveland. 

I do not want to read some other lines that are personal. 
The National Carbon Company has already, a.s admitted by their sec

retary in, the hearing before the Committee on Ways and Means, abso
lute control of the business, and therefore must be considered a ti·ust. 
In fact, it is one of the strongest trusts in the country, and the only 
competition it has ls the imported article. 

• • • • • • • 
I might add that the capital stock of the National Carbon Company 

is $10,000,000.i. of which $4,500,000 is preferred, on which they pay 7 
per cent, and ~5,500,000 common, which is all water and on· which they 
are paying 4 per cent. The common stock has been sellin~ for six 
months at 65 and will no doubt go up to 100 if the Senate bill lS passed. 

As I said the other day--
Mr. BURTON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not want---
1\fr. BURTON. If the Senator will yield to me a moment, I 

wish to ·ask the Senator from Maryland if he vonr.heg for that 
statement? .. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 

has the floor and declines to yield further. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator from Maryland has not 

completed his statement, I will yield. · 
Mr. RAYNER. I only want to ask the Senator whether he 

knows anything about .the facts. As I said the other day, I do 
not know who to believe on either side; but I do believe the 
Senator from Wisconsin, and I want to . know whether. it is 
true or not from either the Senator from Wisconsin or the 
Senator from Ohio. It is just information which has been given 
to me, and I do not know whether it is reliable or not. 

One other word and I will sit down. In this same communi
cation occurs the following paragraph: 

Competition against the carbon trust by manufacturing the carbons 
over t ere is excluded for the mere reason that the raw material for the 
manufacture of carbons has to be bought from the Standard Oil Com
pany, which is closely related to the carbon trust. 

If anybody ci;tn throw any light on this communication I 
should be glad to hear · from the Senator from Wisconsin or 
anybody else. That is all I wanted to say. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think I will cover this case in the 
course of my remarks. I think I will be able to show the facts 
with respect to the existence of this National Carbon monopoly 
and its capitalization. I do not think the question will be in
volved in an_y doubt. 

It was suggested by the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LoDGE] when this subject was up for consideration at the 
first reading of the paragraph, and I think in response to a 
question which I submitted to him, that the only consumers in
terested in this commodity are wealthy corporations who can 
well afford to pay more for what they use. I think he stated 
that the Westinghouse Company and the General Electric 
were the principal purchasers of these high-grade carb9ns. · 

Mr. President, if such a contention were true it would not 
warrant imposing the proposed duty. It makes no difference 
who the consumer is, the duty should be fixed with reference 
to justice and to existing economic conditions, and it should 
not be fixed to promote a monopoly of the business- in this 
country and to suppress competition. 

But in this case, Mr. President, the consumers, the purchasers 
of these carbons, really con:mose the great body of the people 
of the country. They buy these carbons when they make their 
purchases in a dry-goods store that is lighted by the consump
tion of these carbons . . They buy these carbons when they pay 
an electric-light company in a vlllage or city for the light which 
they consume. They buy these carbons when they pay their 
taxes in every municipality which owns its own electric-light 
plant. . . 

Mr. President, according to the last census there were 3,600 
central electric-lighting stations in this country. Qf_ ~ourse, 
that number is greatly increased now. One-fourth of those 
plants, according to the census, were under municipal ·owner
ship, and there, of course, every cent of overcharge in tl;le pur
chase of these carbons is paid directly by the taxpayers. The 
city of Chicago alone pays something over $30,000 a year for 
electric-light carbons. Of course, a great proportion of these 
carbons are used by industrial and commercial establishments 
of the country. The suggestion that the ~elling price of this 
commodity is a matter of no concern to the public begs the 
whole question of the regulation of public-utility companies. It 
may be the!?e concerns generally would make no voluntary re
duction in their charges to the public if their carbons cost them 
less, but the people are more and more taking these questions 
into their own hands. In my own State no public-utility cor
poration is allowed to charge whatever it pleases for its services. 
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In other States similar legislation has been and is being en
acted . ~d ultimately, Mr. President, every State in this 1Inion 
will zmt all the public-service corporations of that State abso
lutely under control and regulation either by state authority 
or by municipal authority. 

My· attention was first attracted to this subject by a letter 
which I received from a dealer in carbons in Milwaukee. After 
the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts that only a 
few great corporations in this country were the real purchasers 
of these carbons, I wired my constituent in Milwaukee to know 
who his patrons were, and I got a telegram in reply, saying 
that-
. We sell to consumers, electric-light stations, industrial plants, and 

people who produce their own light. . 
Subsequently I received a letter from Mr. E. E. Cary, a New 

York importer, who testified before the House committee, and 
in this letter he states: 

The fact, which is well known to the electrical fraternity, is that the 
National Carbon Company practically have the ·entire central-station 
business of inclosed electric carbons in this country. The importers sell 
to very few electric-light companies, as the National Carbon Company 
are in a position to cut their selling prices to a prohibitive point as 
against the cost of the importation. 

I received, also, from Mr. L. E. Frorup, another New York 
importer, a letter inclosing the following statement: 

Every city, town, and village in this country using arc lamps must 
have carbons, and we submit that it is manifestly unfair that this enor
mous industry should be placed absolutely in the hands of a gigantic 
monopoly that has already admitted that they control 80 per cent of the 
business of the country and are now using every means, ·political and 
otherwise, to keep the foreign-made carbons out of the country. 

I know of no authority for the statement that the only con
sumers of these carbons are the Westinghouse and General 
Elecfric companies or rich electric-lighting companies, other 
than the suggestion made here the other day by the Senator 
from .Massachusetts [Mr. LonoE]. · On the othe:r hand, a very 
large proportion of the first-hand consumption is by small con
sumers and municipal lighting plants, and of the whole con
sumption it must be manifest, upon any fair consideration, 
that the· people are the consumers who will finally pay this tax. 

As an indication of the extent of the use of these "high
grade " carbons for electric lighting over the country, I will put 
in the RECORD the advertisement of the National Carbon Com
pany in Electrical World for last November: 

COLUMBIA. 

Inclosed arc carbons produce a greater amount of light for a given 
consumption of current than any other carbons made. That is why 
they are the .cheapest to use. That is why they have been adqpted by 
practically all lighting companies in the United States. 

NATIO::iAL CARBON C OMP.ANY, 
· Cleve land, Ohio. 

- On the 13th of last month (April) the city of Chicago adver
tised for bids for 2,060,000 electric-light carbons. The amount of 
the contract, at the prices at which it was awarded to the 
National Carbon Company, or its representative, was over 
$30,000-$31,237.50. The standard "high-grade" carbons were 
furnished at- $23.50 to $25 per thousand. The most that the 
representatives of the carbon trust have claimed that it cost to 
produce these carbons, including factory cost, packing, deprecia
tion, and interest on their capitalization is $16 to $18 per thou
sand, and it is claimed with much force of supporting circum
stances that the actual cost is about half of that amount. 
· When this duty was under consideration here a few days ago, 

I asked the Senator from Massachusetts, who seemed to have a 
great deal of information on this subject, how many establish
ments there are engaged in the production of these carbons in 
this country. It was my understanding that the only American 
producer of carbon of the kind affected by this duty was the 
National Carbon Company, of Cleveland, the head of the so
called "carbon trust." But the Senator assured me that there 
were a great number of manufacturers of these carbons scat
tered throughout the country. 

Subsequent investigation leads me to the conclusion that my 
first impression was correct and that the Senator from Massa
chusetts was in serious error in his statement. All testimony 
submitted to the House committee, both by the representative 
of the National Carbon Company and the importers, as well as 
·the letters which I have received, are of one accord on this 
point. I will not weary the Senate by quoting the testimony of 
the importers, but I desire to call attention briefly to the evi
·dence submitted in the public hearing of the House committee 
by J'. 8. ·arider, secretary of the National Carbon Company. 

The only kind of electric-light carbons of any importance 
imported into this country are_ the so-called "high-grade" car
bons used in inclosed arc lights. This is the testimony of l\Ir. 
Crider, found on page l055 of the House hearings. He says: 

The only carbons in which the importers are interested (since the 
copper-coated petroleum coke grade is not made by their principals)-

_ That is the grade upon which it is here proposed to fix the 
duty at 35 per cent. That grade is not imported. It is not made 
by the foreign manufacturers. It can not be imported into this 
country. I do not know just what was the intended purpose 
of that 35-cent rate. But its effeQt on the Senate might be to 
sugar coat the 65-cent rate, which is prohibitory on the grade 
of carbons which is now imported. Repeating the testimony of 
Mr. Crider: 

The only carbons in which the importers are interested (since the 
copper-coated petroleum coke grade is not made by their principals), 
and the only carbons really involved in this issue, are high-grade- car
bons, the consumption of which we believe to be about 40,000,000 per 
year . 

So that the high-grade carbons are the only carbons affected 
by this duty. 

I find that when Mr. Crider was before the House committee 
he was asked practically the same question which I addressed 
to the Senator from Massachusetts, but his answer was differ
ent. I . quote from the testimony, page 1062: 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is there any other manufacturer in this country 
that manufactures these high-grade carbons except the company that 
you represent? · 

Mr. CRIDER. I do not know of any other manufacturer of the high
grade arc-lighting carbons in the United States. 

It is fair to presume that if there were any the secretary of 
the National Carbon Company would have them located. 
th!:~fo~eN?DERWOOD. And you have a monopoly of 'the American market, 

Mr. CRIDER. Practically that, because we are the only concern that 
has been able to make it. There are a number of other carbon manu
facturers, but they do not make the high-grade electric-light carbons. 

It seems to me that this concern is proved to be a monopoly 
l>y its own evidence. There is no competition in this country 
to protect the American consumer against the extortion of this 
monopoly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator fi·om New Hampshire? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
.!\Ir. GALLINGER. Can the Senator tell us why those other 

companies can not make these high-grade carbons? Has the 
duty anything to do with keeping them from the manufacture 
of that class of goods? 
. l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. No; but I think the existence of the 
National Carbon Company has to do with it. I think the Sen
ator from New Hampshire pretty well understands why this 
market is in the control of the National Carbon Company, a 
$10,000,000 organization, connected as closely as _this one is with 
the Standard Oil interests and having as close an association 
with the producers of the raw material from which these prod
ucts are made, to say nothing about the power in the markets 
of a great organization of that kind as against the individunl 
manufacturers. I think he pretty well understands why this 
market is in the control of the National Carbon Company. 

Mr. GALLING.ER. If the Senator will permit me, my atten
tion was attracted by his obsenation that there were other 
manufacturers--

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Of low-grade carbons. 
Mr. GALLINGER. But they did not manufacture this partic

ular class of goods, and I could not quite see why they might 
not go into that manufacture if they chose to do so and if it was 
profitable as a business. I can not imagine why American cap
ital will not enable them to do so; that is all. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. They are made, in the first place, out 
of different raw material, and for reasons which, I think,.. the 
business interests of this country and the consumers of this 
country have come to pretty well understand this field is occu
pied by this organization which controls. 

Mr. Crider further testified (p. 1062) that his corporation 
was capitalized at $10,000,000-$4,500,000 preferred stock and 
$5,500,000 common stock. On this capitalization he said they 
are paying 7 per cent on the preferred and 4 per cent on the 
common. He was unable to give the committee any information 
as to the actual value represented by the capitalization. 

The committee sought diligently to obtain that inform~tion. 
It is claimed by others-the importers-that the common stock 
of this company is water. Mr. Crider further stated (p. 1063) 
that in addition to paying these dividends the companJ' had 
piled up a surplus of $400,000 and had made improvements and 
betterments of its plant out of earnings. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. l\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
l\fr. LA FOLLETTE. Yes. 
Mr. CRA ·wFORD. I understood the Senator to sav that the 

low-grade carbons are made from petroleum coke, ·but I do 
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not understand what the high-grade carbon is made of. I have self-confessed and absolute monopoly without proving that there 
not heard that stated. What is it? · is any legitimate necessity for it? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is chiefly gas-retort carbon and l\fr. President, this National Ca.rbon Company is said to be 
lampblack. The consolidated gas companies of the country the head of a combination of carbon manufacturers in this 
have pretty absolute control• of that product. If the Senator country which embraces nearly all .the makers of low-grade 
has studied the merging and consolidation of business by these carbon, as well as the absolute monopoly of the production of 
companies, he will be able to determine from fill investigation high-grade carbon. It was testified before the House committee 
of this subject how these different institutions, industrial, com- that the trust uses its absolute monopoly of the one kind of 
mercial, and transportation, run together in their control into carbons to compel all users of both kinds to buy also the other 
the hands of a very limited number of men. kind from the trust, and it thereby drives its rivals out of busi-

Now, Mr. President, as confirmatory, 1f any confirmation were ness. So that this duty on the high-grade carbon operates to 
needed, of this statement made by the secretary of the National perfect the trust control of the entire carbon situation and to 
Carbon Company with respect to this organization, I want to maintain :,tnd perfect a tariff-protected monopoly in an important 
read just a few lines from the ~·eport of one of the leading comJ article of general public use throughout the entire country. · 
mercial agencies of this country. The report says: For example, the electric-lighting company of St. Louis, I 

This company was incorporated in 1899, under the laws· of New Jcr- believe, uses only the high-grade carbons. On its business tbe 
sey, with an authorized capital stock of $10,000,000~ of which $4,~00,- importers can compete and do compete. On this contract the 
000 is prefen·ed and $5,500,000 common stock. The company is a price has been driven down by this competition from $24 to 
consolidation of the National Carbon Company and similar concen1.s. $22, and from $22 to $20, and finally to $18, and below this point The company controls plants in various parts of the country, some 
operated as independent corporations and others directly under the main the importers can not compete. So the National Carbon Oom
company, but have always declined to furnish names and locations of pnny is furnishing this St. Louis Electric Light Company at 
the latter companies. $18 per thousand. Now, a few days ago the city of Chicago 

That the difference in the cost of production between this and advertised for bids for· electric-light carbons. It uses both the 
foreign countries does not warrant this proposed duty seems con- low-grade and the high-grade carbons. The low-grade carbons 
clusiv~ly established. The labor cost in this product is co~- can not be imported because of the prohibitive tariff, and be
paratively small. It is distinctly a machine product. _The prin- cause they are not manufactured, as stated by Mr. Crider, 
cipal labor cost is that involved in ·handling and packing the abroad at all. They must be bought from the trust. But the 
carbons after they are made. trust will not furnish these carbons unless it can furnish 

The representative of the carbon trust before the House com- the high-grade carbons also. So the importers can"\llot bid on 
mittee failed to give the details of the domestic cost of produc- this contract, and the result is that the city of Chicago pays 
tion in any manner that would enable a comparison of the cost $23.50 and $25 for its high-grade carbons, the . same carbons 
of producing 1,000 carbons in this country with the cost abroad, that the St. Louis company buys for less than $20, because its 
or that would shed any light upon the reasonableness of this business is such that the importers can compete for it. 
proposed duty of $6.50 per thousand feet of carbon. He ~laimed Mr. President, this is only a little trust, but it is a growing 
that the cost of prod"Qction of high-grade carbons in tlµs coun- trust and it is a lJad trust, and this protection in this bill 
try was $16 to $18 per thousand. This cost, he said, included offer~ a good illustration of what we see in paragraph after 
interest on investment, salaries, labor, cost of m_aterial, depre-1 paragraph, if Senators will dig down into the testimony and 
ciation, and cost of packing, including the packmg boxes. In gather the facts bearing upon this great bill. Its representa· 
the comparison that be did give of the domestic and foreign tive went before the House committee and .asked that this word 
cost he gave what he claimed were the prices for the cost of the "feet" be inserted in this schedule, so that the duty would be 
material used. The prices which he gave for the cost of ma- thereby practically doubled. It is admitted by everybody that 
terial in this country were practically twice as high as the prices the present duty imposed according to the number of carbons 
which he gave on these materials in foreign countries (p. imported is wasteful and irrational in operation, but no cause 
1060). These same figures for domestic cost of material pre- has been shown in any public hearing for an increase in the rate 
sumably are the basis of his computation of cost of production of duty. The House, after public hearing and full considera· 
in this country at $16 to $18 per thousand. These claims, made tion, fiAed n. duty of 35 per cent ad valorem, which was a slight 
by Mr. Crider, are clearly extravagant in the light of common reduction from the existiiig law. 
sense, because, with the exception of lampblack, all of these The bill came here and went to the Committee on Finance, 
materials may be imported free from the countries in w~ch and without any public hearing, and upon consideration pre
Mr. Crider says they may be bought :for about half the price sented to them in secret-that is, presumably presented to them, 
which he pays for their use in domestic manufacture. but of that we have not been informed-the Finance Oommittee 

On the comparison of the cost of production between this changed and increased the duty practically first 55 and then 45 
country and Europe, I desh·e also to read a paragraph or two per cent above the exi.sting law. 
from a statement which is sent me from Mr. L. E. Frorup, of We find in the original committee amendment the duty pre--
New York: sented in the precise form and nearly at the high rate desig-

The representative of the ~ational Carbon Company has st?-tedt befm;e nated by the representative of this trust to the Hou e committee 
the Ways and Means Committee, that the cost of production m thm and rejected by that committee. · 
country of the ordinnry lighting carbons of one-half inch diameter o.nd . 
12 inches long, ls 16 to ~18 per 1,000. This can hardly be borne out Mr. President, this is relatively a small matter, but it is the 
by facts, o.nd it has been generally admitted by other manufacturers product of a vicious system of legislation. It is typical, I believe, 
that have since been driven or bought out that the cost does not ex- f f th amendments in this bill I felt warranted in 
ceed $7 per 1,000. This would appear to be nearer right, and we ques- o many o e · . · • 
tion if the same carbons can be produced for any less In Europe, even directing attention to it not because of its intrinsic importance, 
allowing for the difference in wn.ges, as It is a \Yell-known fact that a but because of what it shows of the character and policy of this 
great many more carbons can be produced in a given time by American . . d f th 1 · 1 ti roe d "" hi h •t · 
methods in this country than can be done in the average European legislation an o e egis a ve P e ure Oi w c 1 is a 
factory. . • . product. 

our carbons are made in Berlin, and we doubt very much 1f the scale Mr President I will ask to submit a telegram and a letter 
of wages in a city like Berlin is any lower than in the city of Cleve- · . ' . . . 
land In Cleveland all the material necessary for the manufacture of from Mr. Robert W. Kiewert, of Milwaukee, and ask to have 
cnrbons is right at hand. In Berlin it is the contrary, and all material them printed in this connection. 
must be brought from considerable distances. . The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the papers re-

In any event, a carbon, such as above referred to, costs us $12 per . . . • 
1 000 feet plus the cost of cutting repacking, plus at least 10 per ferred to will be prmted m the IlEOOR-D. 
cent for breakage in transportation from Europe, and other · Incidental The papers referred to are as follows: 
charges, exclusive of the duty. 

The writer believes in the principle of protection, believes that A.mer-
1can manufacturers should be given. a fair i>rotection as ngo.inst cheaper 
foreign production, but Is opposed to any law that becomes merely the 
tool of Injustice and monopoly. 

On pages 1074-1075 o:f the House hearings, Mr. E. E. Cary 
gives a detailed statement of the cost of manufacture and trans
portation of the imported carbon. This cost, including the trans
portation and the cost of remanUfacture in New York, totals 
up to $9.71 per thousand carbons, commercial size. This com
mittee amendment proposes to impose a duty of $6.50 per thou
sand feet upon theEe carbons. Nowhere in any public evidence 
that I have been able to find is it shown, or attempted to be 
shown, that the difference between the foreign and domestic cost 
of production equals or approximates this amount. Why should 
this prohibitive duty be imposed to destroy the only protection 
which ·the .American consumer has against the extortion of a 

CHARLES L. KIEWER'.I'.' CollPA.NY, 
Milwaukee, U. S. A., April 17, 19()9. 

Hon. ROBERT LA FOLLETTE, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR Srn: This company pays the United States Government ap
proximately $35,000 to $40,000 per year duty moneys through various 
ports of entry and is viWly concerned as to the final adjustment of the 
pending revision of the tariff. 

The importations consist ma.inly of electric-light carbons, now taxed 
90 cents . per hundred J!leces and are to be taxed 35 per cent ad 
valorem under H. R. 1438 (Report No. 1), Schedule B, 94. 

Information has reached us that in the United States Senate this was 
re-vised to 70 cents per 100 feet, which means an advance of more than 
50 per cent over prese.nt conditions, and for this reason : The Dinglcy 
tariff reads 90 cents per 100 pieces, which was absolutely prohibitive 
bad It not been for the fact that carbons, instead of being made 1n the 
usual commercial length of 12-inch1 10-incb, and 9f·inc.h. were th•m pro· 
duced by foreign manufacturers m double lengths, enabling the im· 
porters to cut the carbon sticks in half, and likewise the duty. In this 
way only was the importer able to compete with the National Carbo11 
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Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, the sole manufacturers of this much· 
needed commodity in the United States, who have bought up all the 
plants in thfa C()untry and merged them into a monopoly. 

Approximately ' 75,000,000 carbons are consumed annually in the 
United States ; of this amount 60,000,000 carbons are made and sold 
by the National Carbon Company, 

Fifteen million carbons are imported by various importers. 
A high tariff, such as is proposed by the Senate bill, will shut out 

competition and imp se a hardship upon the consumers. 
Regular electric-light carbons should be subject to 30 to 35 per cent 

ad valorem, but the proposed tariff ought to be amended by adding pro· 
vision for 

FLAl\IE CARBO~S 

used in flaming arc lamps-the new powerful light distributor seen in 
front of places of amusement, used for lighting foundries, factories, 
etc. This kind of a carbon can not be pt·oduced in satisfactory 
quality by the National Carbon Company, due to the fact that 
the manufacture is kept a secret by the foreign makers. 

Flame carbons should not be subjected to more than 20 per cent ad 
valorem, in order to further the use of flame lights for street lighting 
and commercial purposes. · 

We plead to you, as citizens of Wisconsin, that you protect· our in
terests. 

Respectfully, CHAS. L. KIEWERT COMPANY, 
By ROBERT W. KIEWERT. 

P. S. : A schedule showing the present tariff, the proposed Payne 
tariff of 35 per cent ad valorem. and the Senate's amendment of 70 cents 
per 100 feet, applied to the carbon business, is attached herewith. 

FLA::llE CARBONS. 

'l'hese carbons can not be cut, but remain intact. 
size: 

Dingley tariff, 9 by 10 by 600 millimeters-

Here is a popular 

Per 1,000. 
Cost--------------------------------------------------- $40. 00 
Duty--------------------------------------------------- D. QO 
Freight --------------------------~---------------------- 1. 00 

Senator from Maryland .and the Senator from Wisconsin. I 
want to ask the Senator from Wisconsin, however, if I correctly 
understood him in his statement, that these carbons can prac
tically only be imported in 2-foot lengths? 

Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. The importers have fried to import 
them in longer lengths, but it has been found that the breakage 
is a greater loss to them than any gain which they would make 
in a lowering of the duty by so importing them. So they are 
now importing them in 2-foot lengths. 

Mr. BACON. That was the inquiry I desired to make, be
cause I recall a statement made, I think, by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] when the paragraph was formerly 
before the Senate, to the effect that the evil was the abuse of 
the law by the importation of carbons . of very great lengths, 
which could be cut up into shorter lengths; but I understand 
from the Senator from Wisconsin that by experience it is shown 
that it is practically only 2-foot lengths that are imported or that 
can be profitably and advantageously imported. I thought that 
was an important fact, and I was very much impressed by the 
statement first made by the Senator from Massachusetts that 
the length could be very much greater than that. 

Mr. LODGE. I have been iinformed that they could be very 
much longer than that. 

l\lr. BURTON. Mr. President, a few simple considerations; 
briefly stated, will, I think, sufficiently dispose of this question. 

In the first place, I should like to ask the Sena tor from 
Utah [Mr. SMOOT] whether representatives of the carbon com
panies and of the electric-light companies of the country-one 
representative of each-did not appear before him and express 

Total---------------------------------~------------ 50.00 their acquiescence in a rate of 65 cents per hundred for high
grade carbons? Payne bill, 35 per cent-

Cost --------------------------------- -----------------
Duty -------------------------------------------------
Freight -------------------------------------------------

40. oo Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, not only did I have one meet-11: && ing with a representative of the users of carbons, General Har
ries, and also with Mr. Crider, the representative of the carbon 

55. oo makers, but I had a great many meetings. It was agreed be-Total----------------------------------------------
An increase of 55 per cent, which would put an effective damper on tween General Harries, representing the consumers of these 

~~~ ~~~~~i:.s of selling flame lamps for lighting factories, foundries, carbons, and Mr. Crider, representing the National Carbon Com-
Senate bill, 70 cents per 100 feet 9 by 10 by 600 (23 inches)- pany, that there should be a rate of 65 cents a hundred on high-

Cost, (per 1.000 pieces 23-inch fength) _____________________ $40. oo grade carbons and a rate of 35 cents a hundred on the low-
Duty, 23,000 inches (duty $7 per 100 feet, 1,200 inches)______ 13. 42 grade carbons. 
Freight ------------------------------------------------- 1. oo Mr. BURTON. That, Mr. President, would -seem to leave 

Total---------------------------------------------- 54. 42 the question before us as one not between the producer and 
An increase of 5Q per cent. Practically the same applies here as to the consumer, but between domestic interests and the importer. 

:h~t~!r s~~ddi::ser~a;ee f~~ f~~ ~~fec~~~Y ~2 ~~~gms Bt~si~;~e~\a'fnill t~~ There are, however, some other questions which I think might 
exact amount of duties to be paid. be briefly touched upon. 

Here are some facts about a popular size of regular electric-light car- Prior to 1897 no carbon was known with a greater length than 
bons: 12 inches. The understanding of the trade included two kinds 

i by 12 solid carbon is sold at (average price)"'$24. $13. 00 of carbons; one a trifle less than 12 inches and one about 7 Imported cost, per 1,000 pieces ___________________________ _ 
Duty (duty $9 per 1,000 pieces carbons, imported in double inches in length, with some intermediate lengths. The Dingley 
Co~~ngdl8c:"t~?n:~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 4. 55 law, so called, provided for this rate of duty: 
Freight ------------------------------------------------- 1: b& Carbons for electric lighting, 90 cents per hunfued. 

19. 5
::; Under any rational interpretation of that expression, it would 

TotaL--------------------------------------------- " mean a carbon less than a foot in length, for among the millions 
National Carbon Company sells at, per 1,000, $20 to $24. 10. 00 which have been burned in this country, not one at that time -

Domestic cost, per 1,000 pieces-----------------------------
ProfiL-------------------------------------------------- 14. oo was in general use of a greater length than 1 foot. It was a 

Total---------------------------------------------- 24. 
00 

staple article of commerce. 
For reasons which it is unnecessary to explain-indeed, I 

do not quite understand them myself~after the appraiser had 
decided that this meant a carbon stick less than a foot in length, 
and after the Treasury Department, in a letter of October 28, 
1897, had directed the collector of customs at New York City 
to interpret this provision as meaning a carbon less than a foot 
in length, it was nevertheless decided that they might be im
ported, under the payment of this duty, in sizes of a greater 
length. It is not necessary to use names. Names do not after 
all have very great significance. I will not say this was a 
fraud, but it was at least a bald and palpable evasion which the 
Finance Committee in its recommendation to the Senate sought 

The Payne bill calls for 35 per cent ad valorem. 

i~f~~:~~:~~~-~=~:~~~~!._i~==~-~~~~~~t-=~-i~-~~!.g!~_·:~!~~~==== 1~: gg 
Freight-----------------------------------------------·--- 1. 00 

Total---------------------------------------------- 18.55 
The Senate bill calls for 70 cents per 100 feet. 

Imported cost, per 1,000 pieces of 12-inch lengths (1 foot)_____ 13. 00 
DutY---------------------------------------------------- 7.00 
Freight- ------------------------------------------------- 1.00 

Total---------------------------------------------- 21.00 
Making it impossible to secure large business where the National 

Carbon Company offers at $20. 

MILWAUKEE, wrs.,, April 23, 1909• to correct, and they should ha>e sought to correct it. 
Hon RonEnT M. LA FOLLETTE, Now, as regards the rate o.f duty in t:Jie bill, I want to make 

"united states senator, Washington, D. a.: just a few remarks. The rate under the Wilson bill was 30 
Domestic cost of _production high-grade electric-light carbons about per cent. Under that rate domestic manufacturers made about 

$8 per thousand, or ::;10 including selling expenses, salaries, advertising. 10 per cent of the total number of carbons consumed in . this 
While labor cost here is about 50 per cent higher, living expenses bear U d th fi t d tu 1 · t tati f 
the same relation. Senate's proposed tariff of 70 cents per hundred feet country. n er e rs an na ra lil erpre on o the pro-
would give National Carbon Company 150 per cent profit. We sell to vision of the Dingley law, that it means carbons a foot in length 
consumet·s, electric-light stations, industrial plants, and people who pro- or less by 1903, 70 per cent of the carbons used in this country 
duce their own light urge you to have amendment inserted covet·ing ' d b d t' d Th d . th 
flame carbons. See my letter. [Have telegraphed New York importers w~re .ma e Y • o~es IC pro ucers. en, ~n er e custom of 
to give you additional f.>.(;ts.] I brmgmg them m m sizes of 2 feet or more m length, the domes-

RoBERT w. KIEWERT. tic production gradually dropped in proportion, and it is now 
Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. I hope that the committee amendment about 50 per cent. 

will not be adopted. There has been a very vigorous newspaper campaign insti-
1\Ir. BACON. l\fr. Pret1dent, I do not desire to consume the I gated by the importers of this article. I know of none advo

time of the Senate in the repetition of anything the Senator eating any contention on any particular schedule who have 
from Wisconsin has already said, but I only desire to say that taken the newspapers into their confidence more than the 
I ha>e had similal' communications to that spoken ~f by the importers of this article, and but for that I think we should 
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look at thiS paragraph dispassionately, with very little queBtion 
as to the judicious thing to do. · 

There is ample opportunity under the 65-cent rate of duty 
to bring in these carbons and make a profit. The claim of the 
importers has been that they could be manufactnred abroad 
and landed at New York City for 95 cents per hundred feet, 
each stick 1 foot in length. Add 65 cents to that,. and that 
would make $1.60. Under the payment of a duty of 45 cents, 
they could bring them in for approximately $1.40. They have 
been selling them for $2.30, realizing a profit of the difference 
between $1.40 and $2.30 on the sales tlmt they have been 
making. 

I · want to call attention to the effect of the domestic produc
tion on prices. In 1897, when the Dingley Act was passed, the 
price of these carbons was $27.25 per thousand; in 1908 it was 
a little less than $28 per thousand, showing a reduction of 
about 15 per cent. I want to say to the Senate that if I 
thought the adoption of this amendment would raise the price 
of those carbons I would not vote for it, although it is a local 
industry. 

I believe the omission to provide a remedy for this evasion 
would be more likely to cause an increase of price than would a 
local monopoly; and I must confess that, if there is to be a 
monopoly anywhere, much. as I would deprecate it, I should 
very much prefer that it should be in my home city than to have 
it exist in some foreign land. 

I have a letter, which I shall ask to have printed in the 
RECORD, from the American Carbon. and Battery Company, of 
East St. Louis, Ill., in which they ask for a duty. They state 
that they have prepared a plant and expect to market their out
put of high-grade electric-light carbons about the 1st of July 
or the 1st of August. I ask permission to have the letter in
serted in the RECORD, without reading. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears non er and per
mission is granted. 

The letter referred to is as follows : 
AilERiCA.N CARBON AND BATTERY COMPANY, 

Higna.Z Hill, East St. Louis, Ill., May S, 1909. 
Hon. THEO. E. BURTON, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 
HONORABLE Sm: We respectfully draw your attention to proposed 

tartlr rate on carbon products in general and particularly as applied to 
high-grade carbons for electric arc lamps. 

We started the manufacture of carbons some eight years ago, com
mencing in a small way to make carbon specialties, and gradually in
creased our line with the growth of our business until to-day we m:um
facture a complete line of carbon, with the one exception of carbons for 
electric lighting. For the past twelve months we have been experi
menting and prepa.ring our plant for the manufacture of high-grade 
electric arc-light carbons in expectation o! marketing our product about 
July or August, 1909. · 

We have not entered into the manufacture of arc-ligiht carbons before 
this Mme owing to foreign competition and due to the fact that the 

·manufacturing costs of carbons were high and profit afforded by line 
but slight. The foreign manufacturer, owing to low costs of raw ma
terials and labor, is able to produce carbons at much lower cost than 
American manufacturers, and owing to the loophole afforded by the old 
tariff rate, which specifies duty of $9 per thousand, irrespective of 
length, foreign competitors could bring in carbons in several lengths, 
thereby .reducing duty much lower than it was the intention of the old 
tariff bill to establish. 

We believe the tariff should afford sufficient protection to American 
manufacturers to eqnal.ize the advantage secured by foreign competitors 
owing to exceptionally low cost .of raw materials and labor. The rate 
suggested for electric-light carbons ( 70 cents per hundred feet), under 
paragraph No. 94, and carbon products in general (35 per cent ad 
valoremJ, under paragraph 93, is hardly sufficient to cover the dUier
ence in manufacturing costs, and for this reason the bill shoul.d certainly 
not carry any lower duty when finally passed. 
· We would ask that you exert all efforts possible to see that rates 
fixed by Finance Committee are not reduced in any way. We hope the 
favors we ask from yon will not conflict materially with your views and 
that you will be able to extend to us the favors asked.. 

Yours, very truly, 
AMERICAN CARBON & BATTERY Co., 
H.A.noLo ;J. WRAPE, Becretar11. 

Mr. BURTON. I understand there is no monopoly in this 
industry. I understand $20,000 or less will provide any ex
isting carbon plant, of· which there a.re many competitive con
cerns, for the manufacture of high-grade carbons. 

Now, just a word about the proposed duty of 35 per cent on 
low-grade carbons. I myself do not think that the duty on 
low-grade carbons makes very much difference; but a news
paper campaign of a great deal of intensity has been indulged 
in in which reference has been made to the high rate of duty on 
-p~troleun1 or low-grade carbons, and it was largely, I con
jecture, to disprove this argument that this provision for petro
leum carbons at 35 cents a hundred was inserted, There is no 
impossibility in their being made abroad; but it is not likely 
tJiey will be, as the supply of petroleum there is not so great. 

l\Ir. President, I have lived at Cleveland for some time, and 
-if this company is a trust I do not know it. It is proceeding 
.with its business and enlarging its plant, employing a large 
fnumber of men, paying them liberal wages, adding to the pros-

perity of the city, and, as I believe, to the prosperity of the 
country. This question should be settled on broad', general 
principlesr rather than on any accusation relating to the nature 
of this organization. 

I also ask to have printed in this ·connection the letter from 
the Treasury Department,. dated October 28, 1897, to which I 
referred a few moments ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, per
mission is granted. 

The letter referred to is as follows : 
TBEA.SURY DEP A.RTMEN'I', 

OFFICE OF THE SECRET.A.BY, 
Wash-ington, D. 0., October 28~ 1897. 

COLLECTOR Oli' CUSTOM.S, New York, N. Y. 
Sm: The appraiser at your port calls the attention of .this depart· 

ment to the fact that manufactures of carbon electric lighting are im· 
ported at your port in lengths from 32 to 40 inches, and are claimed 
by importers to be entitled to entry under paragraph 98 of the act of 
July 24, 1897, at the rate of 90 cents per hundred as carbons. 

The appraise.& states that prior to the passage of the- present tariff 
act carbons for electric lighting were exclusively imported in lengths 
from 7 to 12 inches, and that the present importation in lengths :from 
32 to 40 inches is purposely designed to evade the payment of duties 
which the act contemplated. 

In view of the facts stated, and in order to reach an authoritative 
decision on the subject, you are hereby directed to classify such carbons 
at the rate of 90 cents per hundred, according to the commercial length 
which existed at the time of the passage of the tariff act of July 24, 
1897, so that sticks of carbon 36 inches in l.ength would be chargeable 
with duty as consisting of three carbons of 12 inches each, and other 
lengths in proportion. 

Respecttnlly, yours, W. B. HOWELL, 
A.ssi~tant Secretary. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I do not want to consume time, 
but I should like a little information, if I can obtain it, with 
reference to some matters that have been submitted to me by 
a corresponden~ I have in my hand a letter from the Wesco 
Supply Company, of St. Louis, and I gather from it that there 
are at least three distinct classes or kinds of carbons. I will 
read a few lines from the letter. It sets ·forth what I bave 
in mind: 

Regular electric light carbons should be subject to 30 per cent to 
35 per cent ad valorem ; but the proposed tarifl'. ought to- be amended 
by adding provision for flame carbons. nsed in flaming n.rc lamps--

Mr. BURTON. If I may be permitted to interrupt the Sen
ator--

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator :trom Missouri 
yield to the Senator :from Ohio? 
· Mr. STONE. If the Senator will let me complete a few more 
lines, I will then yield. 

Mr. BURTON. Certainly. 
Mr. STONE. The writer continues: 

the new powerful light distributors, which are seen ln front of places 
of amusement and used · for lighting foundries, factories, and so forth. 
This kind of carbon can not be p-roduced of satisfactory quality in the 
United States, due to the fact that the process of manufacture is kept 
a secret by foreign maker . 

Flame carbons should not be subjected to more than 20 per cent 
ad valorem in order to furthe~ the use of flame lights for street lighting 
and commercial purposes. 

That ends the reading, and I now ~ield to the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON. I would say, Mr. President,. that the tlaming
arc carbon, as it is called, is a special carbon. It is from 24 
to 27 inches in length. The high-grade carbons are placed one 
over the other with a vacuum between, while the flaming-arc 
carbon. are placed almost side by side, not exactly parallel, 
but with the tips coming near together, so that the current is 
transmitted at the lower end ot the two carbons. It is. not used 
on any 13.J.·ge scale, but most frequently in the fmnt of theaters 
and other similar places for display or advertisement. I do 
not believe there would be any objection to a provision in the 
bill relating to them except that it would be almost impossible 
to prevent fnud in importations. If an amendment should be 
drawn, it should clearly discriminate between the different 
clas~es of carbons. It this can be accomplished, I do not see 
that there would be any objection. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 1\iissourl 

yield to the Senator- from Utah? 
Mr. STONE. I yield. 
Mr. SMOOT. In answer to the Senator from Missouri, I will 

state that the committ~ have ha.d this matter under considera
tion and are now trying to see if we can not frame an amend
ment to cover the flaming arc-light carbon. I should like to 
have it understood that in adopting this paragraph of course 
we will reserve the right to bring in an amendment covering 
the flame carbons, to which tbe Senator from .Missoari has 
referred. 

.Mr. STONE. · I can see, of course, .Mr. President, that there 
· might be d1filculty 1n the administration of the present law in 
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preventing fmud, but it would l:>e easy to insert a provision 
that would discriminate between th.e two kinds of carbons. 

fr. Sl\IOOT. There is no discrimination other than--
Ur. STONE. B-ut I said "to discriminate." 
~.:Lr. SMO<Y..r. The flaming arc carbon is a very small carbon 

in size. The diameter is very small, and therefore in lighting 
it is consumed a great deal faster, some seven or eight times as 
fast, I think, as the ordinary carbon, and, of course, it gives a 
very much higher degree of light. As the Senator from Ohio 
[.Mr. BURTON] says, it is simply used as an advertising light. 

Mr. STONE. WeU, my correspondent says it is also "used 
for lighting foundries, factories, and so forth." 

Mr. ALDR1CH. .Mr. President, the committee ha"°e already 
under consideration the suggestions of the correspondent of the 
Sena tor from Missouri, and before this bil1 Qasses and b~omes 
a. law they will be able to report their conclusions upon it. 

Mr. STOr>.TE. So the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] inform& 
me. I would like to inquire of the Senator now on the floor, the 
Senator from Rhode Island, whether the duty on flame carbons, 
used exclusively in flaming arc lamps, could be made lower than 
tbe duty on other carbons by a proviso in this paragra-ph? 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Possibly; but r am not able to answer that 
question positively at the moment. . 

Mr. STONE. I should like to· ask the Senator from Ohio, if 
he will permit- me, whether, in his- judgment, a duty of 20· per 
cent ad -valorem on that particulnx kind. of carbon would be 
adequate. 

Mr. BURTON. I should not think that would be sy.mmetricrrl 
with the other provisions relating to , carbons. I would state 
also that some local companies are now ex.perilnenfiing in the 
manufacture of flaming-arc carbons. They are of a different 
construction from the other carbons. There is a metallic sub
stance-wire, or something similar~w hich is run through the 
center; also thelr diameter is less, I believe. They are making 
efforts to manufacture them, and as yet their manufacture is 
not regarded as hopeless. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, L will not" offer any amendment. 
I will leave the matter in the hands of 'the committee for the 
present. Unless something, howevei; is proposed, I will sugc 
gest an amendment in the Senate. 

Now, before the Senator calls for a vote-r do not care to 
delay it-but, as bearing upon the vote about to be taken, I wish 
to read ten lines, perhaps, from a letter very r~ently received, 
since this amendment reported by the Senator from Utah was 
presented. This letter is from Hugo Reisinger, of 11 Broad
way, New York, engaged in the business of furnishing electric 
lights and lighting products. He says: 

Since I had the honor of writing to you regarding the duty on elec
tric-light carbons, an amendment has been proposed ~by Senator SMOOT, 
changing the Senate Finance bill rate of duty from 70 cents per 100 
feet to 35 ceni:s per 100 feet on carbons made of petroleum coke ; all 
other kinds, 65 cents per 100 feet. 

This looks like a material reduction at first sight, but, in fact, is only 
a reduction of 5 cents per 100 feet, inasmuch as carbons made of petro
leum coke are neither manufactured ·irr Europe nor imported-

In other words, they are wholly a. domestic product, accord
ing to this statement-

A reduction of 5 cents per 100 feet on carbons which are imported, 
from the enormous rate of duty of 70 cents per hundred feet, amounts 
to so little that the imp01.1: of caTbons will be just as impossible at the 
rate of 65 cents per 100 feet; as it would be at the :rate of 70 cents per 
100 feet. 

I read that by way of supporting the contention ot the Sen
a.tor from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
BURTON] has stated :this question very clearly; but there is one 
aspect of it that I desire to c-a.11 to the attention of the Senate. 

In 1897 there were no carbons in existence, certainly none im
ported into the United States, that exceeded· 12 inches in length. 
The Congress of the United States imposed a duty f "90 cents 
per hundred" on carbons, meaning, without the slightest doubt, 
90 cents on a hlIIldred ca-rbons less than 12 inches in length. 
'})he importers, with the ingenuity that always charact€rizes 
them, and leads them to endeavor, on account of their self
interest, to break down the American tariff, succeeded in getting 
from the courts an interpretation that a carbon 24 i1J.ches or 36 
inches in length should bear the same rate of duty as a carbon 
12 inches in length, notwithstanding the decisions of the Treas-

. ury Department and of the appraisers. Wliat was the result? 
It was to red:ece the duty that was intended one-haif in the case 
of a 24-inch carbon and two-thirds in the case of a 36-inch 
carbon, if such a thing be possible. 

What hap-pened? Through this plain case of evasion, of 
fraud-I call it a fraud; I am a little less sensitive about the 
use of words than the Senator from Ohi~through this fraud 
upon the revenue and upon domestic producers, these gentlemen 
succeeded in getting from the courts an inter.preta.tion of some 

possibly doubtful Illnguage, language that pe1'haps . was not a:e 
definite as it might~ have been, reducing these duties. 

What is the proposition of the committee at this- time? Not 
to restore the full duty, but to· restore to a large extent the 
duty intended by Congress in 1897. 

Under the origillal act· the duty of 90 cents a hundred was 
virtually r.educed. to 45 cents- a hundred by importing cUTbons 
twice the length of those-that were· in contemplation at the time 
the act passed. The suggested amendment of the committee 
makes the duty 65 cents a hundred. Upon the basis- of' the 
evasive duty, the duty which was fixed by the courts instead of 
by Congress, that is an increase above the present law. 

But what is the duty of- Congress-?· Are we obliged to per
petuate every fraud that importers have imposed npon the peo
ple of the United States? Is that the kind of revision of the 
tariff to which the party we represent is committed! If, by mis
interpretation of. the law, of tbe plain intent of Congress; these 
gentlemen have succeeded' in reducing the duties that Congress 
meant to impose, mre we here to perpetuate that fraud? And 
are we to fie confronted with the suggestion that because we 
are trying to carry out the plain intent of Congress, we are in::
creasing the existing duties? 

I think not. I do not understand my duty in that way ; and 
I do not believe that the Member of the Senate will so in· 
terpret their duty. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President--
The PR.ESIDJ'NG OFFI'CER' (Mr. KEAN fu the chai:r). Does 

fhe· Senator from Rhode Island yield. to· the Senator from Mary
land? 

l\fr. ALDfilCH. I do; 
l\fr. RAYNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 

Island whether the courts were parties to that fraud? 
Mr. ALDR:ICH. I ha:v.e nothing to say about the courts. The 

Senartor from: Maryland knows tts well as I do that a I.urge num
be1· of the b°est lawyers in the United. States are to-day employed· 
in devising schemes by which duties can be evaded and tlie plain 
purpose of Congress misinterpreted. 

l\fr. RAYNER. But are the federal courts helping those 
lawy.ers? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am quite willing to admit tha.i: in this-case 
the language used, "90' cents. per hundred," was. perha-ps indefi
nite. I agree to that. I . ha-ve- taken part in the preparation. o--t 
quite a nmnber of tariff bills, and, with the_ assistanc-e of ;offi.c~rs: 
of the G<>vernment and ot: everybody who was in favor of hav
ing the law enforced as it should he, we have always endeavored 
to use language that ha'd no doubtful meaning:; that wa:s sus
ceptible of but one construction. L can say trothfull:V that 
whatever language has been used in all these acts has in many 
cases been. interpreted_ by the courts in a manner entirely differ
ent from the. intention of Congress. That may have been,. if you 
please, the fautt of Congress in. using. language that couid be 
construed. in two different ways. But when the question. is pre
sented: to Co.ng.ress itself, whether or not it will perpetuate one 
of these frauds, the responsibility is with us, and nof with the 
courts. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, it is unforturrate that the Sen
ator from Rhode· Island [Mr. ALDRICH] did not follow the more 
m-oderate language of the Senator from. Ohio [Mr.. BURTON]~ and 
describe this a& an evasion rather than as- a fraud. I am not 
able· to denounce a man. for dishonesty because he brings himsetf 
within the terms of, the law as finally construed by the com•ts; 
Every man in the world. will pay just a:s light a tax as he can 
pay under the law; and he is an unusually good. citizen if he 
pays all the tax the law requires him to pay. 

1\fr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sena.tor from Texas 

yield to the Senatoi: from Rhode Island.? 
Mr. BAILEY. I de. 
Mr. ALDRICH .. Conceding that to be true, and' supposing 

that such a man is acting. entirely· within his rights, which. I 
concede-\ 

-Mr. BAILEY. Then~ if.he is, he is not committing a fraud. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I did not say that these men were commit

ting :frauds. I said the result was· a fraud upon the revenue, 
and a fraud upon demestic preduction. 

Let me go a step further: Conceding what the · Senator says 
to be b:ue, when a.. matter o:fi this killd is brought to the atten
tion of Congress, which is legislating upon the subject, does not 
the Senator concede that it is our duty to correct the evasion, 
or whatever it may be termed:? 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly.., Mr. President. From the point 
of view according to which our friends on- the other side legis
late; they esteem it their duty to raise rates, whenever they are 
low enough to perm.it competition. On, this side, according to 

.. our view,. we· woo:ld reve.use that process. The tables which. we 
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have here, submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island, show Mr. BAILEY. I never have come across that kind. 
an estimated reduction of the revenue by raising the rate. The Mr. SCOTT. I could point the Senator to very many of them, 
Senator from Rhode Island several days _ago advanced before right from memory, if I cared to do so. 
the Senate the doctrine that lowering the duties would result Mr. BAILEY. But the prosperity of the Senator from West 
in increasing the revenue. But he has not applied his doctrine Virginia is a standing contradiction to the statement that 
in this case, or else his experts did not apply it for him; be- manufacturers are not prosperous. 
cause, according to this estimate as I read it,- the present law Mr. SCOTT. I think it is just · as well--
brings in a revenue of $73,000 under this item, while it is esti- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 
mated that the Senate bill will bring in a revenue of $57,000. yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from '.rexas, of Mr. BAILEY. I do. 
course, understands how these estimates are made, and by whom Mr. SCOTT. I think it is just as well now as at any other 
they are made. The expert who made that examination and time to make the announcement that, so far as my connection 
who made that estimate, of course, contemplated that under the with any manufacturing establishment is concerned, I am used 
present law the rate was 90 cents per hundred-it could not be as president of a company in which I was once actively engaged, 
made in any other form-and that 70 cents was a reduction. but am now simply nominally; that the amount of stock I have 
He had not taken into consideration the construction which had in any manufacturing establishment, especially in glass, would 
been placed by the court upon the length of the carbons. not afford the Senator a good comfortable living for six months. 

1\Ir. BAILEY. But the revenue that has been received is an Mr. BAILEY. Of course the Senator from West Virginia 
actuality, and not an estimate. The revenue to be received, of understands, and all the other Senators understand, that my 
course, is only an estimate. It is estimated that less will be reference was not intended to imply that he was interested in 
received under the law as it is now proposed than has been tariff legislation. That is a low kind of argument to which I 
received under the law as it now exists. am not in the habit of resorting. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But if the Senator will pardon me-- .Mr. SCOTT. Ob, I did not take it in that way. The Senator 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas knows that. 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? Mr. BAILEY. Yes. I used the Senator, however, to illus-
Mr. BAILEY. Yes. trate how manufacturers can prosper to such an extent that they 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator will realize that if the present are able to retire from business and devote their services to the 

rate is 45 cents per hundred and the new rate is 65 cents per country's welfare. The Senator from West Virginia, I am glad 
hundred, the revenue will be increased. to say, is one of that kind. 

Mr. BAILEY. That will depend, of course, upon the volume I have no prejudice against manufacturer or importer. In 
of importations. fact, I have taught myself tB free my mind from prejudice 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; I mean with the same volume. against every class. E\ery man in this country who does any 
!\Ir. BAILEY. But I was not calling the attention of the kind of useful work contributes something to the wealth of the 

Senator and · of the Senate to this apparent inconsistency. I Nation and the happiness of the people, and I would not sub
was only calling attention to it for the purpose of saying that, tract one farthing from his honest accumulation or his honest 
as a Democrat, of course I would not vote for a duty that laid earnings. But what I protest against is that we shall enable 
a higher tax on the people and brought a lower revenue to the by the law one man, who is making much, to take something from 
Government. other men who are makipg less. I do not believe we ought to 

But, Mr. President, the special circumstance which moved enact a law enabling a man who is making a little to take 
me to take the floor was to protest against both extremes. something from a man who is making much. But I doubly 
Protec;tionists, like the Senator from Rhode Island, seem to protest against legislation which enables those who are making 
regard every importer they encounter as a public enemy. That much to take from those who are making but little. 
is one extreme. I think it is a false opinion, however, because I So far as I have been able to learn, even from the protec
I believe that in the economies of this world importers sene tionist standJ;>oint there is no call upon the generosity of 
their uses as well as other people. If we were all producers Con~ress to increase the profit of this particular line of manu
and . nobody was left to exchange our products, the world facture. l\fy understanding is that they are not crying for help, 
would make less progress than it does. so far as I know-and I seldom myself inquire about those mat-

The other extreme-and it is one that I occasionally find- ters, because it does not interest me, so far as making a tariff 
. is that some men hate the sight of a factory, and regard a man- bill is concerned, whether a man makes money or not. My 

ufacturer in almost the same light in which the Senator from doctrine is that if a man can not make money by pursuing one 
Rhode Island and his school regard an j.mporter. kind of business, he ought to quit that busine s and go into 

l\fy own opinion is that both are useful people in this world. But some other kind where he can make money. I have no patience 
my own opinion also is that neither of them ought to be allowed with a system that taxes people engaged in profitable employ
to put his hand into the pocket of anyone else. The importer ments ~ order to pay bounties to people to induce them to 
ought not to be allowed to put his hand into the Treasury and engage m unprofitable employments. 
take out the just dues of the Government. I am willing that ~ui: looki~g at it from the point of view from which the 
any provision of law that will render that impossible shall be maJonty legislate, I can see absolutely no excuse and no de
adopted. I also think that the manufacturer is one of the most fense for increasing the cost of every electric light used by the 
useful men in society. He not only consumes and thus fur- people of these United States in order to increase the profits 
nishes a market for our raw materials. but he finishes them of people who, if we are to accept what is commonly under-
into a product ready for our comfort and our use. stood, are already prosperous enough. 
- But the trouble is that the manufacturer seems to think and l\fr. STONE. Mr. President, just a word or two before the 

our friends on the other side seem to think with him, that be~ause. vote is taken. I do not know much about carbons-about the 
he performs this useful service for society he should be per- cost of production ?r the cost to the consumer-and I doubt if 
mitted to ta....--.c society beyond all conscience and beyond all justice. any Senator on this floor 'Yould assume or pretend to be an 

The manufacturers of this country have reached the point expert; but there are men m the country, manufacturers and 
where they are no longer content with the moderate profits that dealers, who know all about the business. 
other men are willing to accept as a return upon their capital T_he Senator from Rhode Island proposes by the amendment 
and upon their enterprise. Only yesterday I read an extract to mcrease the duty on carbons about 50 per cent, and the 
from a speech delivered by a man of close connection with r~asou he assigns. for it is that ?TI-der the existi°:g law a , prac
and wide experience in a certain industry, which I will not tica: fraud, wor~mg as an evasion of the law, is perpeh'ated 
name now because one of my friends intends to refer to it in agamst the Publlc Treasury. Howe\er that may be, Mr. Presi
his speech'. But the profits of that business, as stated by this dent-an!1 I. do not enter into it-.there is . a question whether 
man familiar with it, were astounding. They startled the the appllc~t10n of the_ present tanff law, under the decisions 
imagination. They even satisfied the dreams of avarice and of the court, does not.impose a duty ample, and n;iore ~han ample, 
surpassed anything that I had supposed any legitimate industry for the proper protect10n, so. called, of ~he Amencan mdustry. 
of this country returned to the people who owned and con- l\fr. President, I read a bit ago a bnef extract from a letter 
trolled it. written to me by the Wesco Supply Company, of St. Louis. 

Mr. SCOTT. .Mr. President-- The general manager of that company, in his letter, says this, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas among other things : 

yield to the Senator from West Virginia? The Din~le.Y. tariff reads 90 cents per 100 pieces, which was nbso-
.Mr BAILEY I do Iutely proh1b1t1ve had it not been for the fact that carbons, instead 

· · . · . of being made in the usual commercial length of 12 inches, 10 inches, 
Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator tell us how many hundreds and 9~ inches, were then produced by foreign ma.nufacturers in double 

and thousands of manufacturing concerns, of which you rel\d lengths. 
·nothing, have had money invested for years and never have In other words, this dealer, who I suppose is an importer, 
derived a cent of profit from it? although as to that I am not advised, states that if the carbons 
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had not been manufactured and imported in double lengths, but 
had been manufactured in ordinary lengths used in actual con
sumption, the duty would have been absolutely prohibitory; 
that the rate would .not permit them ,to come in at -all except for 
the fact that they were manufactured in double lengths. If 
that statement is true--

1\Ir. BURTON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mis

souri yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. STONE. I do. 
Mr. BURTON. The statement is so clearly an error that I 

feel called upon to notice it. The claim ·of the importers is 
that they can not bring the article here at 90 cents; but it does 
not sen below $2.30. "How can a 65-cent or a 45~cent duty or 
any other duty less than a dollar and ten or twenty cents be 
prohibitory! I notice that that statement has been made .re
neatedly by dealers, who eviden.tly .an got it from the same 
source. 

l'ilr. STONE . .I .have not any doubt that the Senator from 
Oh1o has more particular information in regard to this matter 
than I have, as the chief manufacturer of carbons is a corpora
tion resident in his own Stat~ But, Mr. President, without en
tering into any controversy with the Senator from Ohio as to the 
facts, I present this statement from ~ business man of .high 
character and large experience for what it is worth .as a matter 
of evidence before the Senate, and .along the same line I wish to 
read the concluding sentence of the other letter .to which 1 ad
verted this morning. ·Hugo Reisinger, of New York, protesting 
against the increase of these duties, says : 

J:f you have means to look into the n.ffai:rB of the National Carbon 
Company, of Cleveland, and see the enormous business which it has 
been doing 'the past -years at i:he old ·<luty und the fabulous profits which · 
it bas been making at a time when every line of business was at a stand
still, you will Sl.Irely come 'to the conclusion .that the ca:rbon trust needs 
no further protection. and that it is the consumers who need .the pro
tection and not the ·trust. 

Mr. President, if it be true .that this corporation constitutes 
substantially what is known as a "trust" and monopolizes the 
manufacture of this article, and if, .notwithstanding the indus
trial depression whlch has so widely prevailed for months .past, 
when the cloud ·was thickest and dru.:kest, this concern con
ducted its business without any appreciable loss in volume and 
has been making very large profits upon its product, wby should 
additional burdens in the form of ·taxation be la1d upon the 
consumers of this country for the further ,protection .and benefit 
of this monopoly? · · 

Mr . . FLETCHER. Mr. P..resident, as I understand the situa
tion in regard to this paragraph, the Senate committee proposes 
to amend the bill as it came from the House by striking out the 
ad ·rnlorem rate and inserting the rate o:f 70 cents per 100 
feet. That has been amended further by making the rate 70 
cents per 100 feet on all carbons except ·those :manufactured 
from petroleum coke, on which the duty .shall .be 65 cents. 

.l\Ir. EURTON. It is 65 on the 'high grade and 35 on the pe-
troleum coke grade. 

1\Ir. FLETCHER. SL~ty-five? 
Mr. BURTON. On the .high grade. 
1\!r. FLETCHER. Thirty-five ,per cent on the petroleum coke 

grade? 
l\Ir. BURTON. Yes. 
.Mr. FLETCHER. As I understand further, fhere -are no car

bons of petroleum .coke exported from or mruiufactured in 
Europe. It would seem that a reduction of 5 cents a hundred 
on other carbons would not any more let in importations than 
the rate as proposed originally ·of 70 cents per 100 feet. 
. I offer this amendment to the -amendment as now pr:oposed. 
In line 15 I move to strike out the word "sllty-nve," which 
the committee propose to substitute for " seventy," an.d in lieu 
there<>f to insert " thirty-file," so that the rate of duty shall be 
35 cents per 100 feet of carhon without reference ·to the mate
rials from .. whiCh it is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida 
offers an amendment to the amendment, which 'will t>e stated. 

The SECRET.AR"¥. On page 23, line 15, strike out u sixty-five" 
and insert "thirty-five." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
fue amendment of the Senator from Florida to ·the amendment 
of the committee. 

"The amendment to the amendment was rejected. , 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator 

from Utah, or some other Senator on the Finance Committee, 
two questions concerning points brought out in this debate 
:wnich have impressed me. · 
· The first is this: The Senator from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] has 
stated that the rate fixed .in the Senate committee amendment 
was so .fix~~ .atter hoth :the -consllmer and 1the I>rodnce.r .had 

agreed to it. The first question I wish to a.Bk is -whether that 
is accurate. I am not questioning the Senator from Ohio, of 
course, but I want to hear about it. 

The second question is this: I have understood from the Sen
ator from Utah and others that the reduction brought in the 
0th.er day by the Senator from 1Jtah from tile committee 
amounts in Teducing it in ad valorem 'terms to about the ad 
Talorem fixed :by the House. Those are the two points. Is 
that true? 

Mr. Sl\100T. Mr. President, in answ~ to the first question 
asked by the Senator from Indiana, I will state that the .repre
sentative of the consumers of the electric-light carbons and 
the represerrtative of the manufacturers of the electric-light 
carbons agreed that 65 cents is a -pro:per T.ate of duty. Fnrther, 
answering the second :question-

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OF:li'ICER. Does -the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr_ BEVERIDGE. .So we have it clearly and authoritatively 

stated, and thus -far not controverted, that this rate is satis
factory both to the ·consumer and producer? 

Mr. SMOOT. To the Tepresentatives--
1\Ir. STOl-.TE. That is important. 
Mr. SMOOT. I say., to the .representatives .of the consumers 

and of the manufacturers. 
Mr. STONE. Who represented tile consumers? 
Mr.. SMOOT. I .state.d that Uen~ral Harries appeared in my 

committee room and stated that he was representing the con
sumers, and I judge .he was, and ·also l\Ir. Crider was repre
senting the manufacturers of carbon. 

Mr. STONE. I am particularly inquiring as to the repre
sentative of the consumers and who the consumers were whom 
he represented. 

Mr. -SMOOT. 'I suppose rthe great bulk of them. 
Mr. STONE. By what authority? 
Mr. BURTON. Will the Senator from Utah allow me to ask 

a question? 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. Certainly~ 
Mr. BURTON. "Is it not true that there was a meeting of 

electric-light companies or their representatives and they chose 
General Harries and perhaps one -other to .act as their re_pre-
sentatives here at Was"h1ngton? · 

Mr. SMOOT. I was so informed, but I would not· like to 
state it, because I do not know that that meeting occurred. 
However, it was so told to me. 

Now, Mr .. President, in remtion to the importations of carbon 
if the Senator from Missouri will tum to page 62-- ' 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
'The PRESIDING OFFIOEJR. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly . 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Before ihe Senator goes on I · wish he 

would not forget :the s-econd question, which was whether our 
understanding was correct that the amendment the committee 
has brought in ha.s reduced the rate in ad :valorem terms to the 
rate fixed by the ·nouse. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. The House fixed the rate at 35 per cent ad 
valorem, and that is on the high-grade carbon. Those carbons 
sell for $23.50 aiid $25.50, according to the letter from the city 
of Chicago which was read by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. STONE. I wish the Senator would state if it is -not a 
fact-1 so understood-that ·the House ad valorem rate is 
higher than the Senate committee rate. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. No; Mr. President, that is not correct. Take 
the basis of the cost .ef .the high-grade carbons at New York 
at $18. "The '35 per cent .ad valorem as .carried in the bill as 
passed by the Rouse would make it 63 cents a hundred and our 
rate here ts 65 cents a hundred. ' 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. .SO the Senator figures, as I understand 
it, and that is the statement of ·the committee, that the last 
amendment to their amendment practically reduces the Senate 
rate to w.hat the House Tate was, within a difference of ·per
haps 1 or 2 cents? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is cerrect. We .also .further reduce the 
lower ·grade, as stated her.e, to 35 cents ·a hundred feet. 

:Mr. BURKETT. Mi:. P.resident--
1\:Ir. SMOO'J:'. [ ·will be ihrough in just a niinute. ·The Sen

ator from Missouri quated from Mr. Hugo Reisinger, of New 
York, a number of letters. 1I want t<> quote also from him. I 
send ito the desk and ask rto !ha VI! .read a .statement made by 
him in the Electric World of April 22, 1909. 

Tbe PRESIDING OFJr:rCER. 'Without objectton, the Secra.
tary 'Will read -as requested. 
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The Secretary read as follows : 
GERMANS . MAY MAKE CARBO;NS IN AMERICA. 

[Electric World, April 22, 1909.] 
llugo Reisinger, the principal importer of carbons for arc lamps in 

this country, and representative of some of the most important manu
facturers in Germany, both of flaming-arc and inclosed-arc carbons, 
announces that if the new schedules of taritr which is proposed in the 
Aldrich bill becomes a law he will establish a factory for the manu
facture of carbons in this country, which will be backed by German 
capital to any amount that is necessary, and which will manu!acture 
the same carbons that are now imported from Germany. He says that 
such a factory can be established in this country to compete in the 
carbon business, and that the result of such competition will be the 
practical cutting in half of the present prices charged for carbons to 
consumers. Mr. Reisinger says that there is plenty of money available 
for this purpose just as soon as it is determined that the present high 
rates of duty will be maintained, or that an increase is to be adopted. 
He says: "I know that such a factory in this country would speedily 
bring the carbon trust to terms, and that the consumer would get all 
the benefit. We would have the advantage -0f a thoroughly modern, 
compact plant, and we would not have to pay dividends on inflated 
capital." 

Mr. LODGE. As the statement has been made and in some
thing the Senator from Missouri read concerning the gigantic 
profits of this company, I merely wish to call attention to the 
fact that it is all in evidence before the Ways and Means Com
mittee, by which it appears that the company paid "7 per cent 
on the preferred stock, and at the present time," Mr. Crider 
says, " we are paying 4 per cent on the common stock. For some 
years it did not pay anything." 

Mr. NELSON. How much? 
Mr. LODGE. They first paid 2 per cent, and 3 per cent, and 

this year 4 per cent. 
Mr. NELSON. Can the Senator inform me how much stock 

is preferred and how much is common, and how much it is capi
talized for? 

Mr. LODGE. The capital stock was $4,500,000 preferred 
and $5,500,000 common ; no bonds. 

Mr. NELSON. I understood from the Senator from Ohio 
that they could establish such a factory or plant for a few 
hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator knows, of course, that these elec
tric-light carbons are only about 15 per cent of the company's 
business. They are only a very small fraction of the com
pany's business. 

Mr. l\TELSON. Mr. President--
'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield further to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. LODGE. I merely wished to put in that. It shows a 

dividend on the common stock-first nothing, then 2, 3, and 4 
per cent. It was not· extravagant. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa
chusetts yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not desire to occupy the floor in my own 
right. ' 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. I yield the floor entirely. 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I will state that I think the 

Senator from Minnesota misunderstood me. What I said was 
that in establishing the manufacture of carbons they could pro
vide the additional equipment for the making of these electric
light carbons for about $20,000. I will state that of the total 
business of the National Carbon Company pr.obably its manu
facture of carbons for lighting is not more than 20 per cent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator takes his seat, since 
he was the first authority for the statement that the consumers 
and producers had agreed upon this rate, which if it is true, of 
course, very largely obviates our difficulties; there seemed to be 
expressed some question, when the Senator from Utah stated in 
confirmation of what the Senator from Ohio had said that Gen
eral Hnrries represented the consumers-I do not know who 
he is; I never heard of him. The Senator from Ohio has just 
said that the consumers had had a meeting and elected General 
Harries to represent them, which establishes his authority. I 
would be glad to know if my understanding is eorrect, because 
it is conclusive in my mind unless it .is denied. 

Mr. BURTON. I will state to the Senator from Indiana that 
I have no information on this subject e.""rcept at second hand 
though. every presumption is in favor of its correctness. My 
information is that there was a convention of men interested in 
electric lighting, including the leading corporations, and that a 
committee was chosen to appear here at 'Vashington and repre
sent their interests, a sort of a committee on legislation, espe
cially with a yiew to the tariff bill that is pending. That is 
the extent of my information. I have no reason to doubt its 
accuracy. 

1\Ir. STONE. Mr. President, I made a statement a moment 
ago which several Senators negatived. The duty as reported in 

the Senate ·ame~dment in the first instance was higher than 
that fixed by the House in the bill. 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no. 
Mr. STOl\TE. Senators say "no" again, and that is evidently 

correct as to the electric-light carbons, but I have tables sent 
me by a large manufacturer and importer and jobber of electric 
machinery, telephone supplies, and so forth, and they show what 
I shall state as to what are called "flame carbons." I should 
like the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island, but the 
Senator from Utah will answer ·as well as the Senator from 
Rhode Island. In these tables he gives the duty on 1,000 car
bons under the Dingley law, the Payne bill, and the Senate com
mittee bill on flame carbons. There were three items in each. 
These, I believe, are what he calls carbons 23 inches in length. 

The first cost is $40 per 1,000. The duty under the Dingley 
law would amount to $9 per 1,000, so he says, and he has figured 
it out; I have not. I have accepted these tables as being cor
rect. The duty under the Payne bill would be $14 per 1,000, 
or an increase of 55 per cent, while the duty under the Senate 
bill as first reported would be $13.42 a 1,000, or about 50 
per cent. I speak now of flame carbons, and I will ask the 
Senator fTom Utah whether that statement is correct? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We have not taken up that subject yet. I 
promise the Senator from Missouri that we will take it up, 
but it is not now before the Senate. 

Mr. STONE. The bill covers that character of carbons? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It covers it, but we are trying to get some 

classification of it. 
Mr. STONE. I understand; but the Senator was not giving 

his attention when I asked the Senator from Utah a question. 
He was talking about some entirely different matter from what 
I was talking about. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator has read that same let
ter at least three or four times, and I have tried to give as good 
attention as I could to its various provisions. I thought he 
understood that the matter of flame carbons was not finally dis
posed of. 

Ur. STONE. I understand what the Senator says about that. 
There is no occasion for petulance on his part. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no; I have none. 
Mr. STONE. The question I asked the Senator from Utah 

was, whether, after reading what I read from the tables, it is 
a fact that the duty now prescribed in the bill on flame carbons 
in the Senate amendment is not higher than the rate fi.~ed by 
the House? 

Ur. SMOOT. I think that the best way to answer is by the 
same table, that on that particular carbon the rate will be a 
little higher than 35 per cent, as provided in the House bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, at the present time car
bons coming into· this country are dutiable at 45 cents per hun
dred feet. Why do I say that? Because 90 cents per hundred 
carbons, imported in 2-foot lengths, makes 45 cen.ts per hun
dred feet. The present duty yields 47 per cent of the value of 
the carbons, and that is substantially the figure placed in the 
Book of Estimates furnished by the committee. 

A duty of 65 cents will yield, in round numbers, an ad va
lorem of 70 per cent. It is juggling with figures to make any 
other statement. The House, after most mature deliberations 
on the subject, fixed a rate of 35 per cent ad 1alorem. 

Now, Mr. President, with reference to an agreement here 
between the consumer and the producer, I want to say that my 
good friend from Indiana--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. l\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
l\fr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator leaves that point-I 

am interested in what he is saying-the Senator stated that the 
rate of the Senate committee would be 65 per cent ad valorem. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. How much-70 per cent? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I say that, at 65 cents per hundred 

feet, it will yield about 70 per cent ad valorem. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I understood the Senator from Utah to 

say that the last amendment of the Senate r duced it to about 
35 per cent. So there is exactly 100 per cent cl!fference between 
the two• statements. How is it to be reconciled? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is a 1ery simple mRtter of computa
tion. .Any Senato;i· can make it for himself by taking the :fig
ures as giyen in the table of imports and applying the rate of 
duty provided in the pending amendment. 

I desire, Mr. President, to call attention to the statement 
of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] as to an agreement made 
between the consumer and the producer by which the rate of 
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duty was fixed at 65 cents per hundred feet. The Senator from 
Utah said that in the making of this agreement General Har
l'ies represented the consumers. 1Who authorized this man Har
ries to r~present the people of Wisconsin or of Indiana, who 
are consumers and who pay for these carbons? If he bore a 
commission from some large electric-light corporation and 
entered into an agreement with this monopoly, I should like 
to know something about the consideration before I should 
consent to bind the people of Wisconsin by that agreement. He 
never was authorized to represent the public, who are the con
sumers of these carbons. 

1\fr. President, with respect to the statements of the Senator 
from Rhode Island as to the manifest intention of Congress in 
fixing the duty at 90 cents per hundred in the Dingley law, I 
desire to call attention to the manner in which this particular 
paragraph was framed in 1897. 

The record shows that the House fixed the duty at 50 per 
cent ad valorem. An amendment to increase this rate was 
proposed in the Senate. It was not adopted. The deliberate 
action of the Senate upon this matter was not only in its failure 
to adopt this proposed amendment, but also to strike the House 
provision from the bill, thus making the paragraph one of the 
subjects of conference between the Houses. The rate of the 
present law was fixed in conference. Under conditions as they 
existed in 1897 in the carbon business, carbons came into this 
country in lengths of 12 inches and under. The fixing of the 
duty at 90 cents a hundred carbons was in practice the fixing 
of the duty at from 100 to 150 per cent ad valorern. 

The action of the House of Representatives in fixing the rate 
at 50 per cent ad valorem was -the deliberate action of that body. 
The deliberate action of the Senate was to refuse to increase 
the rate fixed by the House and to refuse to adopt the House 
provision. The rate as it finally appeared in the law did not 
represent the deliberate action of either body. The item was 
considered not separately, but with a mass of other items. 
There could not then be a separate vote upon each item. The 
report must be accepted or rejected as a whole. So far as the 
deliberate judgment of Congress found expression in the action 
of either House, it was for a 50 per cent duty in one branch 
and against an increase of this duty in the other. When the 
record is analyzed it seems to me that it was manifestlv not 
the intention of Congress to have ever fixed a duty of ioo or 
150 per cent upon these carbons. The highest rate which may 
be said to have been representative of the judgment of Congress 
was 50 per cent, and that is practically the duty collected at the 
present time. 

Now, l\fr. President, I think the suggestion of the Senator 
from Missouri is very pertinent. Has the National Carbon Com
pany been prosperous under the existing rate with the imports 
coming in as they do, in 2-foot lengths, bringing the rate down 
to a 47 per cent duty? On the statement of the secretary of the 
company itself before the Ways and Means Committee, they 
were paying 7 per cent on their preferred stock and 4 per cent 
on their common stock, and, applying the kno.wledge that the 
students of the subject of the organization of these great com
binations must have, where no bonds are issued the common 
stock is always at least so much additional water. When you 
take the best testimony that can be gotten from the highest 
authority of this country as to the extent of the control of the 
business of this great corporation here, I think that the Senate 
can not afford to. go on record as raising this duty from 47 per 
cent to 70 per cent, the rate which will be applied to these high
grade carbons, the only kind that is imported into this country, 
if the Senate committee amendment is adopted. 

I want to incorporate in the RECORD before the vote is taken 
the exact facts with respect to the organization of this company 
and its holdings. 

The National Carbon Company-
And I am reading from John Moody, recognized by everystu

dent and by every trained man in this country who bas made 
a study of this problem as the highest authority in the coun
try-

NATIONAL CARBON COMPANY. 

[The carbon trust.] 
Incorporated under New Jersey laws January 16, 1899, as a consoli

dation of the following companies engaged in the manufacture of 
lighting carbons, carbon brushes for generators and motors, carbon bat
teries, carbon diaphragms and back plates for telephones, carbons fOl" 
electrolytic purposes, and kindred products : 

American Carbon Company, Noblesville, Ind. 
Brush Carbon Works, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Faraday Carbon Company, Jeanette, Pu. 
Globe Carbgn Company, Ravenna. Ohio. 
National Carbon Company, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Putridge Carbon Company, Sandusky, Ohio. 
Phrenix Carbon and Manufacturing <?ompany, St. Louis, Mo. 
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Solar Carbon and Manufacturing Company, Pittsburg, Pa. 
The Standard Carbon Company, Cleveland, Ohio. 
Thomson-Houston Carbon Company, Fremont, Ohio. 
The Washington Carbon Company, Pittsburg, Pa. 
The foregoing companies covered practically the entire carbon in

dustry of the United States. 
Capital stock authorized and issued, $4,500,000 7 per cent non

cumulative preferred, and $5,500,000 common. Par, $100. Dividends 
on preferred, 7 per cent per annum. 

No bonded debt. 
The net earnings of the company during the past four years have 

been as follows: Year endin_g January 31, 1900, $451,687; 1901, $508,· 
739 ; 1902, $586,812; 1903, ~594,371. . 

That statement was published in 1904. In the testimony 
before the Ways and Means Committee, Mr. Crider, the sec
retary of the company, says that its business bas become more 
and more prosperous year by year. Its prosperity increased as 
it has reached out and controlled a larger field of production 
and established a fixed standard of prices, so that the company 
now pays 7 per cent on its preferred and 4 per cent on its 
common stock. 

Mr. President, reminding the Senate again of the statement 
of 1\Ir. Crider before the Ways and l\Ieans Committee as to 
how this company applies its earnings, as to the surplus it is 
accumulating, and how improvements and betterments are paid 
for out of its earnings, the richness of this company's field will 
be better understood by reading further from this statement: . 
Number of plants acquired------------------------------------ 11 
Proportion of industry controlled (about) _____________ per cent__ 87 

Products: Lighting carbons, carbon brushes, batteries, diaphragms, etc. 
Element of monopoly: Important (patent rights, etc.). 
Total capital issued, par value, $10,000,000. 

l\fr. President, I have gone more fully into this subject per~ 
haps than its importance-though it is important-warrants, 
because it illustrates the general character of many provisions 
of this bill, and should put Senators upon inquiry with respect· 
to the bill as a whole. 

1\fr. BURKETT. l\fr. President, I undertook to ask a ques
tion of the Senator from Utah [l\fr. SMOOT] when he had the 
floor. He has apparently gone out of the Chamber. I also tried 
to ask a question of the Senator from Massachusetts [1\fr. 
LoDGE], and he has gone out of the Chamber. I think I shall 
now have to ask the chairman of the Committee on Fillance, 
although he was not engaged in that colloquy. In the state
ment which the committee has prepared for us, the present rate 
on this article is given ns 46 per cent; the rate, according to the 
House bill, is 35 per cent; and the Senate bill has brought in a 
rate of 36.39 per cent. As the Senator from Utah has said, it 
has amended it and still further reduced it; but it can not re
duce it much more to get it down to the 35 per cent of the 
House. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee, if 
the tariff is practically the same as in the House bill, why all 
this fuss and all this time taken to change it from an ad valo
rem to a specific duty? 

Mr . .ALDRICH. Mr. President, as a protectionist, whenever 
a specific duty can .be used, I think it clearly the duty of Con
gress to impose one. There is not a shadow .of doubt in my 
mind about that question, and I hope there is not any _in the 
mind of the Senator from Nebraska. 

l\Ir. BURKETT. I think, 1\Ir. President, it is not a sufficient 
test as to whether a Senator is or is not a protectionist that 
he tavors a specific or an ad valorem duty, because I think no
body disputes the fact that the men who made this bill in the 
oq1er House, especially the -great leaders of the Ways and 
l\Ieans Committee, were as strong advocates of protection as 
th.ts country has ever had. I cite, also, the fact that as the bill 
is made up, and as all protection bills are made up, there has 
never been much consiqeration given as to whether a duty 
should be specific or ad valorem. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. The Senator is very much mistaken about 
that proposition. 

Mr. BURKETT. I may be; but I know enough about tariff 
legislation to know that it is not practical at all times to make 
a specific rate-

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Sena tor from Wisconsin? 
Mr. BURKETT (continuing). And when it is not practicable 

to make a specific rate, then you have to adopt an ad valorem 
rate. As we go through the bill we find a great many para
graphs which have both specific and ad -valorem rates; so I think 
it is not a test of a Senator being a protectionist whether he is 
in favor of a specific or an ad valorem rate. What I want to 
know is, if there is not any difference, what is all this time 
being consumed about? What is all this fuss being made about? 

Mr . .ALDRICH. I have been asking myself that question foi· 
five hours. I t_hink that the Senate were as well qualified to 
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vote upon this question five hours ago as they are now. I think 
they are ready to vote upon it at any time when Senators will 
permit them to do so. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. BURKETT. I do. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. While the Senator from Nebraska is 

on the matter of the change from ad valorem to specific rates, let 
him read the first three lines of the three :paragraphs, where 
for some reason or other a specific duty was changed to an. ad 
yalorem rate, resulting in an increase of some 200 or more 
per cent, and in the same paragraph, without any change 
in party allegiance so far as I know, the committee shifts 
around and changes from a specific rate to an ad >alorem rate, 
or changes :from an ad valorem rate to a specific rate, working 
out an increase of 55 per cent over the existing rate, and, taking 
it as they have changed the amendment now pending, it sub
stantially means 45 per cent over the existing rate. 

1\!r. BURKETT. I was not going to make any specific illus
trations, because I think the general knowledge of everybody is 
sufficient to dispute the contention of the Senator from Rhode 
Island. I am rather surprised that he stated it here. It is 
one of those things which rather shakes people's confidence in 
working out this bill, I am frank to ~y. I do not believe that 
that rate has been changed from an ad valorem to a specific 
rate without some object other than to conform to the rules of 
protection. I believe that there is some other purpose in it. 

This is not a matter that I hftve any particular interest in, 
and I probably should not have attempted to speak but for the 
difference in the figures given by the Sena tor from Wisconsin 
[l\ir. LA FOLLETTE] and those given by the Senator from Utah 
[Mr. SMOOT]. I followed the figuring of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, and also that of the Senator from Utah in response 
to an inquiry of the Senator from Indiana. 

I ha--re had some two or three letters from those who use these 
carbons in my State. They are not imp-0rters; they have no 
particular concern ill importers more than in manufacturers. 
They are interested in suppl_Ying light. They are honorable 
men; they are men whose WO!d I would take for almost any
thing that they knew about. They have said to me that this 
does change the rate, and that it will change the cost of carbons 
to the men who buy them. 

I do not understand why the duty could not have been left 
ad valorem just as well as in the case of retorts, which is im
mediately before it, if it is intended not to change the rate. 
There must be a difference, I take it, and I have gathered it 
not only from the letters I have received, but I lmow also that 
another Senator here showed me a letter which he had received 
to the same effect. There must be a difference in the length 
of these carbons. With a specific rate, a man who buys the 
shorter carbon is goirig to pay more tariff than the man who 
uses the longer carbon. 

I asked the question fairly, and I did not expect to be tolcl 
that one had to favor that change in method to be a good pro
tectionist or anything of that sort. In my opinion, there must 
be some other reason why this change has been insisted upon 
and urged by those who manufacture these carbons other than 
simply bej.ng a protectionist. I believe, ii1 short, from what in
formation I can get and from the letters which I have had upon 
this subject, that this change does increase the rate and that it 
is going to raise the price of carbons to the consumer. 

Upon the rate that we have had nobody has contended, so far 
as I have heard, thit the . manufacturer of this product has not 
been making a good income. I want him to make good money. 
I do not want to drive his industry out, as I have said half a 
dozen times. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT: Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
l\Ir. BURKETT. I do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Nebraska tell us 

frankly wb-0 the gentlemen are who are the consumers of these 
carbons in Nebraska who have found fault about these rates? 

Mr. BURKETT. I have some letters from some of the elec
tric-light companies. 

Mr. ALDRICH. From anybody else who consumes carbons in 
Nebraska except the electric-light companies? 

1\Ir. BURKETT. Well, no; I do not think I have. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Are those- gentlemen of whom the Senator 

is spealdn<Y the subjects of public charity? 
Mr. BURKETT. I will say, Mr. President, thatr accoTding to 

a great many of those gentlemen, including the gentleman who 
wrote to me, the supplying of light for little towns and the 
running of eJectric-light plants under such conditions is almost 

a charitable proposition. A good n:u:my of those little towns 
out there have electric-light plants that are not exceedingly 
paying institutions. The companies make money on pri~ate 
lighting, but on that they furnish to the towns they do noc 
make Tery much, as I understand it. I remember the hearing 
that we had, e·v-en in this city of Washington, on the subject of 
electric lighting demonstrated that the electric-light company 
furnishes light to the District at Yery little, if any, profit. I 
think that that is generally the case with a light plant. They 
provide light to· a city at a good deal less profit than they do to 
individuals, and in most of the little towns where they manage 
to have electric street lighting the plants are not very great 
financial succe es. I doubt if any of them are making very 
much money. But that is neither here nor there. 

:Mr. ALDRICH. Those people are all monopolists, I take it, 
everx one of them. 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes; they are very fortunate to have one 
plant in th-0se little towns. But if we are going to increa e 
the cost of carbons, it will result finally in reaching the consam
ing public. It seems to me that the chairman ought to gi·rn us 
some better reasons than he has given us for this change. I 
ba-ve listened very carefully to this discussion. I do not want 
to vote against the committee or its recommendations, if the 
chairman can show .to me that the committee provision is better 
than the House provision. The House committee considered 
this a long time. Those who made the bill in the Hou. e are 
all protectionists, and I should like to know, before I vote to 
change the House rate, persuaded as I am by my correspondents 
that it is an increase, why it has been increased? 

Mr. GORE: Mr. President, I wish to say that the proposed 
increase of this duty is in perfect harmony with the entire plan 
of tariff revision as proposed in the pending measure. There 
seems to be a manifest purpose on the part of the other side to 
levy an increased duty on light of every description, or, at least, 
to levy a duty upon light. They have imposed a tax upon win
dow glass, which is nothing more nor less than levying an im
post upon the sunlight of heaven. Not only does natural light, 
which has been provided by Providence, come under the ban of 
this protective tariff, but even artificial light is to share the 
burdens of protection. Higher authority than myself has said 
that there are those who prefer darkness rather than light. The 
reason for that preference I do not now remember; but, Mr. 
President, we are now dealing directly with a rrnst, or with one 
of those ghosts which flitted about the Senate Chamber on 
yesterday. 

That the National Carbon Company is a monopoly is admit
ted, and is not denied. There is one conclusion at least upon 
which everybody can agree. It is true that the Senator from 
Ohio [1\ir. BuRToNJ says that if the National Oarbon Company 
is a trust, he is not aware of that fact. 

Mr. President, the high character of that Senator no doubt 
serves as a shield to protect him against the confidence of that 
trust; but, while that statement is a compliment to his high 
character, it is no pToof whatever that this concern is not a 
monopoly. One that is in a situation to know has stated, I be
lim·e under oath, that the company was a monopoly. In the 
hearings before the House Ways and Mean Committee, .Mr. 
UNDERWOOD, of Alabama, propounded this question to the secre
tary of this company, "You have a monopoly on the busines ? " 
And the secTetary of the concern answered, ''"Practically that "-
practically a monopoly. · 

Mr. President, ii it has a practical mononoply, no matter 
whether it is a theoretical monopoly or not, it is one of those 
ghosts which are calculated to flay the people in excessive 
charges. 1\Ir. Crider, secretary of this company, is one of the 
sanctified manufacturers who can not sin, and is not a per
jured importer. The only instance where the te timony of a 
manufacturer has been impeached is when he made the cen
fession that his concern, about which he probably knows more 
than anybody in the Senate, was a monopoly. Ile may not be 
better advised than anyone else, but we are at lea t to indulge 
that presumption until we have proof to the conh'ary. 

Not only tllat, Mr. President, but it has been charged here 
that the National Carbon Company is an adjunct of the Stand
ard Oil trust, and is -a subsidiary concern That clliirge has 
not so far been denied. Before this debate has progres ... ed much 
further we will hear in this Chamber a good deal about hos
tility-I will not say u aifeded hostility "-to the Standard Oil 
Company. There will be a sham battle pulled off before long 
against that concern. Now, sir, here is an opportunity to demon
strate real opposition to this great and gigantic monoJ)oly. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr~ SMOOT], the high ·pTiest of the 
high ta.riff, the annointed apostle of protection, has aid here 
that there is a combination }.>etween this monopoly and the elec
tric-light companies of the country. The fact that the trust is 
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increasing in magnitude does not enhance its character or its 
credibility. I challenge the right of that Senator and I chal
lenge his credentials to speak for the consumers of Oklahoma; 
I impeach his power of attorney to represent both the monopoly 
and the consum·er. No man can properly represent both sides 
to a contest of that kind. How he succeeded in obtaining this 
testimony from the consumers that they were willing to pay a 
higher price on carbons, I do not know. It must be some divine 
afflatus, some heavenly illumination, by which he overpowered 
and mesmerized the consumers of this country. 

I have not heard any clamor on the part of consumers of any 
kind to have their burdens increased, but I have been struck
! had almost said with the folly of contending that the electric
light companies are consumers. They are mere conductors, 
through which this electric charge passes from the carbon frust 
to, I may say, the ultimate consumer. If the price of carbons 
is increased, the electric-light companies must do one of two 
things: They must either raise their rates to the ultimate con
sumer or else diminish their profits-God save the rnark
profits which are the objects of the most tender consideration on 
the part of the Finance Committee. 
. There is one elech·ic-light man in my State who is not a 
party to this combination of the electric-light companies and 
the electric-carbon companies. I send to the desk and ask to 
have read a letter which I have received from him, beginning 
with the sentence that is underscored. The rest is purely per
sonal. · 
· The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 

will read. 
The Secretary read as follows : 

THE STF.T'I'MUND ELECTRIC COMPA~, 
Chandler, Okla., Febn1.a1·y 18,,1909. 

• • • • • • • 
I noticed that while the Committee on Ways and Means are in ses

sion regarding the revision of the tarifi', that the National Carbon Com
parny, of Cleveland, the so-called "carbon trust," is trying to have the 
duty on electric carbon increased by adding to the present wording 
of the duty paragraph the word "feet." 

'l'he paragraph referred to is 98, reading: "Carbon for electric light
ing, 90 cents per hundred." Now, if the word "feet" were put after 
"hundred" it would be "per hundred feet," which would mean an in
creased duty of $9 per thousand. 

These carbons are made in this country at a cost of $10 per thousand 
and sell at $24. You can see that there is no more protection needed 
along this line. 

The records of this State show that only 18 per cent of the elec
tric companies are making expenses. If the additional duty of $9 were 
put on, it would mean greater expense. The thousands of electric com
panies in the United States are entitled to more protection than the 
carbon trust, which wants to corner the market and make greater 
profits. 

"A friend in need is a friend indeed," and I would be pleased to have 
you use your influence in lowering the duty, and do all in your power to 
keep the paragraph from being amended by the word "feet." 

With best wishes to yourself, I remain, 
Your friend, H. G. STETTMUND. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I confess that I feel very much 
flattered by his allusion to my " influence," but he does not 
understand the methods of the Committee on Finance. This 
electric-light man at least has signed no commission to Gen
eral Harries to represent him before the Finance Committee or 
any other committee. 

I wish that the testimony of those interested parties who 
may or may not own stock in the National Carbon Company 
had been reduced to writing and placed before the various 
Members of this body so that this illumination might not have 
been confined to the members of that select body. 

I share the indignation expressed by the chairman of the 
Finance Committee at the fraud practiced in connection with 
this or any other schedule of our revenue laws. I shall join 
with him in carrying on a crusade against all frauds in every 
department of our Government. No man will suspect that this 
change from 90 cents per hundred to 65 cents per hundred feet 
was inspired by any but the most lofty and statesmanlike mo
tives; but why add " feet" to these ghosts, to enable them to 
stalk with greater facility through Congress or to enable them 
to fly and seek security from the foreign competitor, from those 
hideous Germans and Japs? 

Mr. President, this is the vital point in this connection: Has 
the National Carbon Company been able to pay reasonable 
wages to its laborers and to realize a reasonable profit under 
the existing duty? If you answer in the affirmative, then you 
must vote against this proposal If you answer in · the nega
tive, then the question is open as to what would be a reason-· 
able guaranty and insurance of profit. 

The testimony adduced here demonstrates that this is a rather 
prosperous concern; that last year they paid 7 per cent on a 
preferred capital st6ck of $4,500,000 and 4 per cent on $5,500,000 
of common stock-may I say watered stock? That expression 
has been challenged, and in answer to the challenge I merely 

say that the company was organized in the State of New Jersey. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. President, is 7 . per cent on preferred and 4 per cent on 
common stock a reasonable profit or not? We are now approach
ing a test of the committee's conception of " a reasonable profit." 
The amount of the company's surplus, unfortunately, I am not 
able to state. They have, Mr. President, under the sheltering 
wall of the present tariff, been able to monopolize the electric
light carbon business of this country. .According to their own 
admission they have been able to drive their competitors from 
the field, if they ever had any competitors; they have been able, 
notwithstanding the fraud and the low duty, to realize a high 
return of profit; they have been able to realize 7 per cent on the 
preferred and. 4 per cent on the common stock; and all this not
withstanding the fraud perpetrated against them and the low 
rate of the existing duty ! 

No one has stated, and no one will state, that they have not 
enjoyed sufficient protection to insq_re the difference between the 
labor cost here and abroad and to vouchsafe a reasonable profit 
to this trust and this monopoly. 

Mr. President, this amendment joins the issue squarely. It 
is in the direct interest of the -National Carbon Company, an 
admitted trust. We are asked to increase its profits. We can 
by the vote on this amendment determine who are the friends 
and who are not the friends of this trust; and if the allegation 
that this concern is an adjunct to the Standard Oil Company 
goes unchallenged and ·undenied, then we have, sir, an additional 
issue presented to this Senate, and will now have an opportunity 
to vote to increase the enormous profits of the Standard Oil 
trust and its auxiliaries, or to vote against the enhancement of 
their enormous, outrageous, and unreasonable profits. That, 
sir, is the issue presented to the Senate. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, I do not desire that the Senate 
shall believe, because I fail to answer in extenso much that has 
been said this afternoon, that the statements made in opposition 
to this amendment are correct. I have never heard in the city 
of Cleveland the slightest intimation that the Standard Oil 
Company had anything to do with the National Carbon Com
pany. Its list of stockholders is entirely distinct and is scattered 
over the country. If anyone made that statement in Cleveland, 
it would be supposed that it was the product of a diseased 
imagination or some muckraking attack upon those who are 
engaged in legitimate business. I have never heard it termed a 
"trust." 

I am not here with any brief for the National Carbon Com
pany; I am here, in the first instance, for a local industry, and 
for a fair and a judicious tariff. Is every organization which 
is prosperous to be placed in the pillory, as this has been to
day? Is it to be subjected to false accusations and to ground
less suspicion? Certainly, if this had been done in the past, our 
country would be much nearer to the condition when the toma
hawk was prevalent and the prairies were unsettled. Must you 
pounce on any corporation or any man simply because he is 
successful? I do not know whether there was any "water," as 
you call it, added to the stock of the National Carbon Company; 
but I do know that its success is due largely to twenty years of 
excellent business endeavor. 

One man, who is now dead-a Mr. Lawrence--contributed 
more to bring about its success than anyone else. He devised 
improved processes. This was his favorite enterprise among 
other important business enterprises. He added to the economy 
with which the different articles could be made and placed 
upon the market, the assembling of the material, and so forth. 

Taking up one statement that has been made here, I will 
state that it is not true that this company has been enjoying 
during these months of depression the same prosperity which 
it enjoyed before. Their trade has fallen off very largely-15 
per cent in the case of this item of electric carbons. 

There is one other point that I did not make before-and I 
will detain the Senate only a few minutes. I really do not 
think we will add to our knowledge of this subject or our ability 
to pass upon it dispassionately and properly by making accusa
tions against these corporations, unless we know the grounds 
of those accusations. This is not an organization that has 
made great profits. · It is not an organization that is a trust-. 
certainly not in the ordinary sense of the word. 

.As I stated before, when the Dingley bill was passed, in 
1897, 10 per cent of the carbons used in this country were 
made at home, and 90 per cent of them were imported. Under 
the first interpretation placed upon the law-which, I submit 
to the Senate, was the honest interpretation-interpreting it to 
mean a carbon stick a little less than a foot long, the domestic 
production -grew to 70 per cent in the six years from 1897 to 
1903. Then commenced this importation of double and triple 
lengths. Since that time the home production has gradually 
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gone down, until now, instead of being 70 per cent as in 1903, M.r. MONEY. Mr. Presiden?., I ask the Senato1· from Wis-
it is 50 per cent or less of the total consumption. In the y~ar consin to allow me- one moment. 
1907 there were imported something like 8,000,000 of these car- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does- the Senator yield? 
bou sticks, no doubt of an average length of more than 2 feet Mr. LA FOLLETTE.. Yes; if I may be permitted to yield. 
each, amounting to about 20,000,000 sticks of commercial Mr. MONEY. I simply desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
length ar something more than half of the domestic consump- Has the Chair ruled that when any Senator has spoken twice 
tion. This gradual increase of importation and the gradual on an amendment~ and he then offers another amendment he 
falling off of home production-and it was not so gradual, is. not to he permitted to be heard on the latter amendment? 
after all-show the danger to this as a domestic industry. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has not ruled upon that 

We who are proteetionists in this Chamber must meet this question. 
question: Are you willing that there shall be a fair and ra- Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I simply wish to say, 
tional interpretation of the law of 1897 as it wa.s intended, OI in conclusion, upon this subject, and in reply to what the Sen
do you intend to allow this duty to be so decreased that the ator from Ohio [Mr. BURTON] bas just stated, tbat I have heard 
manufacture of this article will pass from ills country to no charges made in this debate with respect to this company be
another country? ing a monopoly that were not based upon the testimony of the 

It does not answer that question to fill the air with denuncia- seeretary of that company, given before the Committee on Ways 
tions. of trusts and monopolies. There is not any monopoly there. and l\Ieans of the House. I will take just one mmute to :refer 

I have already rerrd to the Senate a letter from a manufac-- to what he: said. 
tu:rer in the State of Illinois, in which he says that in July or Mr. BURTON. May I ask the Senator a question? 
August his factory will be ready to put these carbons on the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
market. Any other carbon company that has the requisite yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
skill and ability and the very small capital neeessary can manu- Mr. LA. FOLLETTE.. Yes. 
facture them as well. Mr. BURTON. It depends somewhat on the Senator's defini-

We can not obscure this: issue. The amonnt of importation tion of a. monopoly. Suppose a company at one time is manu
in proportion to the total consumption is increasing year- by facturing all that is made of an article, and yet other companies 
year and month ey month. are entering the business,, or could enter it. Does the Senator 

I am perfectly aware that there- has been a campaign made call that a monopoly? 
in this case by the agents of the importers which has involved . ~fr. LA FOLLETTE. No.; and I will say to the Senator from 
more publicity and more recklessness of aecusation than per- Ohio that that is not the testimony of the secretary of this. com
haps in relation to any other item or paragraph in this bill pany. If be will be patient for a moment, I will read it: 
But I appeal to the Senate to stand by an American industry· Mr. UNDE:nwooo. Is there any, other manufacturer in thl.il country that 
and give it fair play, ancl to rectify that which. to say the =;;nc:tures these high-grade carb<>ns· except the company that you rep-

leas-t, has been an error, it not a fraud, in the interpretation of Mr. CmoE:n. I do not know of any other manufacturer of the high-
the aet of 1 97. grade arc-li<7'hting carbons in the United States. 
Mr~ President, I trust the: committee amendment will prevail. tn!:~o~:,DE:nwaoD. And you have a: monopoly o! the Amerkan market. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor. Mr. Clln:>ER.. Practically that, because we are the only concern that 
Mr. HALE~ Mr. President-- has been able to make it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin That comes pretty near being a: definition of the strictest sort 

yie:ld to the Senator from MaineJ of a. monopoly. 
Mr. HALE. I do not ask the Senator to yield. I must insist, Now, with reference to "water." The Senator from Ohio 

Mr. President, o.n the enforcement o:f the :rum which was hrought [1\fr. BUR'IoN] says he does not know anything about any water 
to. the attention of the Senate last evening by the Senat01" from in this company. I know he states exactly the fact when be 
South Carolina [l\.fr. TILLMAN}. says that;. but I desue· to read just a question and answer from 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I belie-ve I was re~og- Ml'- Crider on that sybject: 
nized; and I rise to offer an amendment to the pending a.mend- Mr. UNDERWOOD. It was state.d here to-night b:-sr one of the witnesses 
ment.. that in the organization of your company only a certain peTeentage. of 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Se1111tor caa be recognized for the capital was actual cash and the rest was water. How was your 
th b f th ul . • . compa:ny ru-ganized? 

an amendment; but when e o servanee e e r e IS 11IB1Sted Mr. CR:toE:n. The company was not organfaed until: January 16, 1899', 
upon, the. Senator can not be again recognized to speak on thLo:; instead of 189'7, as has been testified. I was: n-0t one of tile incorpo
amendment. rators of the new company, and l can n-0-t tell you just how much real 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. PI:esident.. if I off.er an amendment, value there was in it. 
ean I not be recognized to speak on that amendment! Mr. President, it seems· to me that answer from the secretary 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator may offer his amend- of- this company, who knows its irecord'.s: and who must have 
ment. known every step of its prog.ress from its inception to the hour 

Mr. LA FOLLETrEl. It wonld certainly be a strange rule that he was testifying,, is a confession. 
that would prohibit it. He says further: 

Mr. HALE. Mr. P1;esident-- . Mr. CRIDER. We are paying 7 per cent on the preferred stock, and at 
Mr. LA FOLLETFE. I desire to state my amendment. if I the present time- we are paying 4 per cent ODl the common stock. • • • 

Mi» UNDERWOOD. Have you a surplus? 
may have the floor- for that purpose. Mr. CBIDER. We have a surplus- of,. I think, about $400-,000. I have 

I move to amend the pending amendment by substitating u: 36 forg-Otten the amount. 
per cent ad valorem" for the entire provision; and on that Mr. GORE. Mr. President. I wish to say, in response to the 
amendment I desire to be heard~ Senator from Ohio [M.r. BURTON] that, in the first instance1 he 

Tbe vr~PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- disqualified himself as a witness. in this. case; at least, he 
ment stated in this presence that if this concern was a mOllOJ>Oly he 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. did not kn w it. He has since screwed his courage a.nd his con-
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Wisconsin science up to the point of saying there is no monopoly, and that 

kindly send his amendment in writing t°' the desk? The Seere-' this company is not a monopoly. 
tary has not it clearly in minii. The Senator's denial would command my instant belief if it 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will, if the Secretary will kindly fur- were weighed in. the balances agairult the testimony of anyune 
rush me with a copy o:f the pending amendment I ha:rn not other than the secretary of this concern. I felt justified in be
had that, and 1 could not fram~ my amendment in writing to lieving tbat the sec-retary of this monopoly knew more about 
c.o-ver it without having it before me. it than the Senato~ from Ohio. But, sir, it seems we were mis-

I will say, Mr. President, that I could have :finished: what I taken. That, however, merely turns upon the difference in the 
.intended to say in two minutes if the Senator from Maine [Mn. definition of the word "monopoly." 
R.u.El had not insisted u1>0n my laying the foundation for being Merely because this was the only comprul'y engaged in this 
heard. industry in the United State and merely beca.n e it entirely 

:Mr. HALE. Mr. President-- controlled this business, Secretary Crider drew the erroneous 
'l"'he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 1\Iaine riBe: eonclusion that it was a monopoly. But the Senator from Ohio 

to. a point of order? · has a different definition for the word "mon-0p.oly." His defini-
Mr. HA.LE. No. I have learned that I can depend on the tion commands my credence· and I conclude that he is right 

Senator when be makes a statement. I will withhold m~ point in his assertion that thi eoneern, which ha.s exclusi-ve control 
for two mJnutes~ of the Ameriean market," is not a monopoly. I coll! 1.ude that the 

.Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If I may be heard for a couple of min- . secretary oi thi§! corporation misire]:Jresented the, fac ~ I con
utes, it is all I desire. I have offered the amendment. fo't' the elude that he maligned his own company. I conclude that he 
moment fo.r the opportunity to be heard~ s:landered the National Carbon Company .. And I yield my ready 
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belief to the yery reasonable statement and conclusion of the 
junior Senator from Ohio. 

But the Senator did not say whether this corporation is an 
adjunct of the Standard Oil trust or not. I listened attenti-rely 
for a denial on that score. We know that the Standard Oil 
Company has had considerable business in the city of Cleve
land. We know that it has considerable influence or connection 
with the raw material from which these carbons are made, and 
he has not yet denied that this concern was subsidiary to the 
Standard Oil trust. 

1\lr. President, I am not in the confidence of the Standard Oil 
Company; I neither enjoy nor covet such a relationship with 
that concern; but if any Senator will rise in his place and a-row 
such a confidence, will admit such a· relationship, if any Sena
tor will say he has inside information corning from the Stand
ard Oil trust which is authoritatiYe, then, sir, I shall accept 
the statement from that higher authoritY than has yet been 
presented. 

The VICE-PRESIDE~T. The question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to ham a statement of 
the question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 26, paragraph 94, lines 14 and 15, 
it is proposed to strike out " carbons for electric lighting, 35 per 
cent ad Yalorern," and to insert : 

Carbons for electric lighting, made entirely from petroleum coke, 35 
cents per hundred feet; if composed chiefly of lampblack or retort 
carbon, 05 cents per hundred feet. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has been stated. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 

to call the roll. 
Mr. FLTh1T (when his name was calJed). I am paired with 

the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. If he were 
present, I should "tote " yea." 

l\Ir. SIMMONS (when l'ifr. OVER.MAN'S name was called). I 
desire to state that my colleague is unavoidably absent from 
the city to-day. If present, he would vote "nay " on this 
amendment. 

l\fr. PERKINS (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
OVERMAN]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. JONES (when .the name of Mr. PILES was called). My 
colleagne has been called from the Chamber by important busi
ness, and he asked me to announce that he is paired with the 
junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] to-day and 
to-morrow. If he were present, he would -rote "yea." 

Mr. TILLl'ifAN (when the name of Mr. SMITH of South Car
olina was called). l\Iy colleague is unavoidably absent from 
the city, and is _paired with the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
PILES]. If my colleague were present, he would vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
1\Ir. FLINT. I am paired with the senior Senator from 

Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. I transfer the pair to the junior Sena
tor from Idaho [Mr. BORAH], and will vote. I vote " yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 43, nays 36, as follows: 

.Aldrich 
Bourne 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Bu nows 
Burton 
Cart r 
Clark, Wyo. 
Crane 

Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Beveridge 
Bric-tow 
Brown 
Burkett 
Chamberlain 
Clapp 

Cullom 
Depew 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dixon 
du Pont 
Elkins 
Flint 
Frye 
Gallinger 
Gamble 

Clay 
Crawford 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Daniel 
Dolliver 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 

YEAS-4.3. 
Guggenheim 
Hale 
Heyburn 
Johnson, N. Dak. 
Jones 
Kean 
Lodge 
Mccumber 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Page 

N.AYS-36. 
Gore 
Hughes 
Johnston, Ala. 
La Follette 
Mc.Ln.urin 
Martin 
Money 
Nelson 
New lands 

NOT VOTING-12. 

Penrose 
Root 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

Owen 
Paynter 
Rayner 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Tillman 

Borah Culberson O•erman Richardson 
Bradley Davis Pe1·kins Shively 
Clarke, .Ark. :!\lcEnery Piles Smith, S. C. 

So the committee amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paragraph 

is agreed to. No objection is heard. The Secretary will report 
the next amendment passed over. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 97, page 26, unpolished, cylinder, 
crown, and common window glass. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask to go back to paragraph 87, and I 
ask that ' the paragraph, which was passed over _for the time 
being, be agreed to. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks to return to paragraph 87. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the paragraph be agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDE"NT. Is there objection to agreeing to 

paragraph 87? 
Mr. BROWN. I have an amendment which I desire to pro

pose to that paragraph. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska. offers 

an amendment to paragraph 87, which will-be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In lines 13 and 14 strike out the words "$6 

per ton" and insert " three-eighths of 1 cent per pound; " in 
lines 14 and 15 strike out the words " 15 per cent ad valorem" 
and insert in lieu the words "one-fourth of 1 cent per pound." 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska that 
he allow the paragraph to be .agreed to and lei his amendment, 
which largely increases the duty .above the House bill and abo-re 
the present law, go to the committee for ·consideration. I think, 
perhaps, he will preserve his rights in that way, and the matter 
can be reported upon by the committee in the Senate or at a 
later day by unanimous consent while the bill is in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BROWN. I suggest to the chairman of the Finance Com
mittee that as long as he proposes to hase the paragraph go 
over, with the understanding that we shall possibly go back to 
it, even though we adopt it now, the fair and reasonable way 
is to let the paragraph and the amendment both go o-\·er without 
action. There certainly can·bc no reasonable objection to that 
request. I ha-re offered an amendment to the paragraph, which 
is pending. The Senator is willing to have the paragraph go 
o-rer, to be brought back for amendment some time, if it is 
adopted now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is, if the committee should so conclude. 
Mr. BROWN. That is it exactly. If the committee makes up 

its mind to come back to it. I appeal to the Senator from Rhode 
Island whether I am asking anything that is unfair--

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I do not--
Mr. BROWN (continuing). When I ask that this paragraph, 

with the amendment, go over? 
Mr. ALDRICH. We must dispose of this bill, and we mmrt 

dispose of the paragraphs which have been passed oYer. I think 
my suggestion is entirely fair to the Senator from Nebraska, 
that the committee, which have not yet been able to consider the 
amendment Ile has proposed, will take it up and consider it at 
a future time and will, if their ·judgment agrees with that of 
the Senator from Nebraska, report an amendment to the para
graph. But I see nothing in my suggestion that we agree now 
to the House provision, subject later to revision, to which the 
Senator can object. That has been done in se-reral cases. We 
are treating the Senator from Nebraska the same as we ha-re 
treated eYery other Senator in this regard. 

Mr. PE1'1n0SE. I was treated in that way in a great many 
cases. 

1\lr. BROWN. It u.eyer has been done except with perfect 
agreement and accord with the Senator who was trying to 
amend a pn~·~ izraph amended . . 

Mr. ALDILGa. We have treated all the same in every case. 
Mr. SCOTT. I know a paragraph was passed which the 

chairman of -the committee promised me he would go back to. 
It is one of the most important paragraphs to my section of 
the country in the bill, and I allowed the paragraph to be 
adopted. 

Mr. BROWN. That may be true; but this particular para
graph has a little history that perhaps did not apply to the other 
paragraphs that ha ye been passed. The record of the Senate will 
show that on the first reading this paragraph was passed over 
at my request; on the second reading it was passed over at the 
request of the committee; and I state now the fact to be that I 
was led tb believe, and did believe from the statement of the 
chairman and other members .of the committee, that an nmend
ment would be brought in by the committee. I ha.Ye had an 
amendment pending to this paragraph for weeks. 

Mr. GALLL.'WER. Let us vote on it. 
Mr . .BROWN. There has been no report of the committee 

upon it yet. 
1\Ir. Pre ident, I do not want to delay ·this paragraph. I do 

not \Yant to insist on a vote on the amendment now, if the com
mittee is considering the possibility of offering an amendment 
along the same line. But it does seem to me that when the 
paragraph goes over it ought to go over with .this amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). The 
·Chair will state to the Senator from Nebraska that his amend
ment was offered on the 15th of April and was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. It is not pending. 

l\fr. BROWN. It has been printed and is lying on the table. 
Mr. CURTIS. I should like to suggest to the junior Senator 

from Nebraska that if he will permit paragraph 87 to go over, 
it will be in exactly the same position as paragraph 86, that 
went over this morning at the suggestion, I understand, that 
amendments to it will be considered. · 

l\fr. ALDRICH. The Sen.ator from Nebraska appeals to me 
to allow~ this paragraph to go over until to-morrow morning, 
and I can not very well decline to accede to his request. 

:Mr. GALLINGER. Each Senator has the rnme right in this 
matter that every other Senator has, and in giving my consent 
that it may go over I want to serve notice that when it is up 
again I shall insist upon its being considered and settled. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para
graph will be passed over. The Secretary will state the next 
paragraph. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 97. The pending question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina to the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend
ment will be stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The committee have- in preparation an 
amendment to that paragraph which we have not yet been able 
to complete. Several Senators are interested in the subject, in
cluding the Senator from Iowa, with whom I have not been 
able to confer - as to the precise terms of the amendment. I 
therefore am not able at this moment to take up this paragraph 
for consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para
graph will be passed over. The next paragraph will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed over is para
graph 100, on page 27. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 23, line 7, in paragraph 93, I have 
a committee amendment to suggest. I ask that the paragraph 
be reconsidered for the purpose of submitting the committee 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered, and the paragraph is reconsidered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In line 7, I move to strike out the words 
"or carbon," and at the end of the paragraph to insert "carbon, 
20 per cent ad valorem." It reduces the duty from 35 per cent 
to 20 per cent on carbon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. McCUMBER. I wish to submit an amendment to para

graph 97, as a substitute. I ask that it may be printed and 
lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. The next paragraph passed over will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 100. Cast polished plate glass. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is the paragraph in relation to plate 

glass, and the suggestion is that the House paragraph be agreed 
to. I believe there is no pending amendment to it. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is none. The question 
is on agreeing to the paragraph. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President, that paragraph and the other 
paragraphs relating to plate glass were passed over upon the 
assurance of the chairman of the Committee on Finance that 
that committee would consider an amendment and would report 
it. I seriously object to having the paragraph adopted as it 
stands. It would be a great injustice to the manufacturers of 
plate glass. I think that the promise made by the chairman of 
the Finance Committee for the consideration of the suggestions 
made by the manufacturers, and his promise to consider an 
amendment making some modification in these various para
graphs, ought to be carried out, and that the Senate ought to 
have the opportunity of voting upon them. 

I believe the Senate would be prepared to vote al)d to adopt 
at least some of the amendments that have been suggested. I 
myself would have offered the amendments before if it had not 
been the understanding that some like modification of the para
graphs would be offered by the committee. 

Mr. CUMl\fINS. .Mr. President, I am not satisfied, either, with 
the House provi ion, but I assume it is for a different reason 
than the one which moves the Senator from Pennsylvania. In 
order that the matter may be brought before the Senate, I move 
to amend paragraph 100, in line 17, on page 27, by striking out 
the word " ten " and inserting the word " eight," and in line 
19 by striking out the words " twelve and one-half'' and insert 
ing the word " ten." 

I have no objection, if it is thought desirable by the com
mittee, that the paragraph shall go over and be considered at 
the time the window-glass paragraph comes before the Senate; 
but, if it is to be adopted or rejected now, then I desire my 
amendment to be considered. 

All I have to say with respect to my amendment is this: The 
House raised · the duty upon these two kinds of glass, these two 
sizes known as" the smaller brackets," in the one case 2 cents a 
foot and in the other 2! cents a foot. Under the Dingley law 
plate glass not exceeding 384 square inches bore a duty of 8 
cents per square foot. Above that and not exceeding 720 square 
inches it carried a duty of 10 cents a square foot. 

What I ask the Senate to do is to be content with the duties 
of the act of 1897 and not to raise those duties above the re
quirements of the law under which we have been operating for 
twe!ve years. 

I do not intend this afternoon to enter upon a careful investi
gation of the testimony with regard to the cost of making plate 
glass. There is a very wide difference of opinion. I desire to 
say that the plate-glass manufacturers have presented to me, 
and I have no doubt to other Senators, a very complete showing 
with respect to the cost which attends this manufacture, Wllile 
I have some reason to believe that they are mistaken in some 
respects, I do not intend to ask Senators to enter upon a close 
and critical examination of the evidence which has been sub
mitted. It would be impossible in an argument that would fall 
within the lines permissible here to consider that testimony. 

It is sufficient to say that the plate-glass manufacturers claim 
that it cost them substantially, in normal times, 32 or 33 cents 
per square ~oot to manufacture plate glass. They claim, also, 
that it does not cost abroad more than 14 cents per square 
foot. I asked one of the chief manufacturers of the United 
States this question: "Do you see any reasonable hope of being 
able to produce plate glass in this country for less than the 
amount you have given me?" He was not willing to aver that 
in the immediate future, at least, this commodity could be pro
duced for Jess than it is now costing. That means that we 
are attempting to bridge the difference between 14 cents a foot 
and 32 cents a foot by our tariff duty. I have some doubt, if 
this disparity is to continue always, whether we ·ought to 
attempt to bridge it by tariff duties; but I do not put my argu
ment at this time or my vote upon that proposition. 

I have moved to reduce the duties as fixed by the House upon 
the smaller sizes for this reason: The plate-glass manufac
turers daring the year 1908 have been selling the smaller stocl-c 
size which is described in the bill at 11, 12, 13, and 14 · cents 
per square foot. They say that it costs them 32 cents per 
square foot to make that glass; and if their figures are correct, 
there is a sense in which that is true, because they cast this 
glass. It is all of the same size, and the smaller sizes result 
from breakage, from defects, and other incidents to the manu
facture. 

But for years, and now, in the market the smaller sizes take 
a lower price, and what we ought to do is to protect them 
against importation; that is all. We do not attempt to revolu
tionize that business; we are not here to classify their various 
kinds of glass and determine how they shall sell it. When you 
take a piece of glass of the smaller size, not exceeding 5 square 
feet or 3 square feet, the question is, What duty is necessary to 
protect our manufacturer against his foreign competitor? If 
that glass sells, as it does in our country, for 11 and 12 and 14 
cents a square foot, it is the height of folly, it is the extreme 
of absurdity, to put a duty upon it such as is suggested in the 
provision made -by the House. So it is, substantially, with 
the higher size. 

I have a great deal of material here; and I want to say that 
these manufacturers have been entirely candid and fair. They 
have disclosed to me the process by which they have sold their 
glass during the last year and the year before, and their state
ments do not differ materially from the statements presented 
to me by the much despised class, whom we hav~ been accus
tomed here to put out of consideration, by calling them " im
porters." There is no serious difference between them. I assert 
that the very sizes of glass which are sought here to be pro
tected by duties, respectfrely, of 10 cents a square foot and 12! 
cents a square foot are selling now to persons in the city of 
Washington or anywhere in the United States, by manufac
turers, at not to exceed 16 cents a square foot, and there is much 
of it being sold at less than 12 cents a square foot. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. CU:l\IMINS. I do. 
Mr. OLIVER. I will ask the Senator from Iowa if he does 

not know-and if he does not know, I do know-that glass is 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. '2263 

sold altogether upon averages? The man who wants to put up 
a building has all sizez of glass to deal with, and the manu-

. facturer or the jobber who sells the glass sells it invariably 
upon m-erages. It is the same way with other articles. One 
article in particular which I know about is nails. The larger 
sizes of nails have from the very inception of the industry been 
old below cost, but when you take the average of the large 

nails and the small nails the manufacturer can obtain a price 
that will net an :n·erage profit. The manufacturer to-day or any 
other day who sells a 10-penny or a 12-penny nail sells it at a 
loss and has to make up his profit upon the smaller sizes, upon 
which he makes more. 

Tlle plate-glas business is directly the ·reverse. Fro{n the 
money the manufacturers make upon the small sizes they net 
a loss invariably. r.rhe reason for that is that at the begin
ning of this industry plate glass was only used in Tery large 
sizes. As a consequence, when there was any breakage they 
would cut the pieces up into smaller sizes and sell them for 
what they could get. From this grew the custom of quoting 
small sizes at v~ry low prices and getting a higher price for the 
larger ones. nut in the deYelopment of the industry the de
mand for small panes of glass has grown to such an extent that 
they are now in regular demand. The manufacturer in order 
to fill his orders must take the large plates and cut them up 
so as to satisfy his customers in such sizes as they want. As 
a result, as the industry exists to-day, the small sizes are sold 
not only at a lo s but at a very great loss. The manufacturers 
ask, and I think they are entitled, to have a higher rate of duty 
fixed upon these small sizes, und they are willing to concede a 
very large reduction in the rate of duty on the larger sizes. 

I did not intend to trespass so far upon the time of the Sen
ator from Iowa, but I felt that this explanation should be made 
just at this time. 

J\Ir. CUMMI TS. J\Ir. President, I am Tery grateful to the 
Senntor from Pennsylvania for taking a part of my time, be
cau e he has made a better argument for the amendment I pro
pose than I could possibly have made myself. He has stated the 
case with extraordinary clearness, and his statement comes 
from, I think, a profound knowledge of the business. I believe 
it to be true that the plate-glass manufacturer must make his 
profit upon the large sizes, provided he charges up against all 
his plate glass an equal cost of manufacture. That is to say, 
after having his metal ready for casting, it is rolled out upon a 
plate or die. There it is of the same size, and of course it costs 
just as much to manufacture, save the polishing, a piece that is 
not larger than your thumb nail, and that you can not use for 
any purpose whatsoever, as it does to manufacture a piece that 
goes into general use. · 

nut I thank . the Senator from Pennsylvania for making it 
clear that in the manufacture there must be these losses; there 
must be this waste; there must be this breakage. All these 
things are incident, and necessarily incident, to the manufacture 
of plate glass. nut when the e things do happen, then the 
human mind is so constituted, and the markets of the world are 
so organized, that the manufacturer can not- sell these small 
pieces of glass for a~ high a price as he sells the larger pieces, 
e-ren though they be Just as good and even though they cost him 
just as much. 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAJ:lli"D. Will the Sena.tor yield to me for a 
que tion? 

l\!r. CUMMINS. Certainly. 
.l\fr. SUTHERLAND. I understood the Senator to say that 

glass of this description, namely, containing 720 square inches 
was sold in this market at from 10 cents to 13 cents per squar~ 
foot. Do I quote the Senator correctly? 

l\Ir. CUl\Il\IINS. Please repeat the size. 
l\fr. SUTHERLA~"D. Se\en hundred and twenty square 

inches. 
Mr. CUMl\IINS. No, sir; I did not so state, or I did not in

tend to so state. I said the smaller size, the "first bracket," a.s 
it j s ordinarily known to the trade, has been sold, and is now 
being sold, at from 11, 12, 13, 14, and 15 cents a square foot 
I can tell the Senator in a moment what the next bracket is 
being sold for. I did not suppose I could, but I must affirm 
the proposition suggested by the Senator from Utah. Here is 
an im-oice of glass from the Pittsburg Glass Company. It is, 
I assume, much the largest manufacturer of this commodity in 
the United States. Here is the next size, 3 to 5 square feet, 
and the price is 14 cents a square foot. 

Mr. SUTIIERLil'D. I am not questioning the Senator's 
figures at all. 

Mr. CUill.II ~s. I am sure of that. I did not know that 
any part of that bracket was or had been sold for so low a 
price. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was not undertaking to challenge 
or contradict what the Senator says in reference to the selling 
price of the glass, but I wanted to direct the Senator's atten
tion to the fact that we imported last year of that character 
of glass-the size stated in the paragraph, 720 inches and 
under-nearly a million dollars' worth. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I think a little over a million. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. ·No; of that particular size. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Of 720 square inches and under. 
l\1r. SUTHERLAND. Nine hundred and twenty-nine thou

sand two hundred and fifty-nine dollars is the amount as re
ported here. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But if you include the smaller size, 16 by 24, 
you will find it amounted to more than a million. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is true. I am only including one 
size. The import price quoted here is 20 cents in round figures. 
I can not understand-and what I would be glad to have the 
Senator explain, if he has any in.formation upon that subject, 
is-how glass could sell in this country from 12 to 14 cents a 
square foot, and yet be imported from foreign countries in that 
enormous quantity to be sold in competition with that price? 
In other words, I can not understand how any foreign producer 
could import glass to this country, pay a duty of 10 cents per 
square foot, and sell it in competition with glass in this country 
if sold at from 10 to 14 cents per square foot. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The explanation of that is yery easy. 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator let me ask him a question? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 
Mr. NELSON. It is shown here that the import price for 

the smallest size of glass is from eighteen and a half cents per 
square foot up to twenty-seven and a. half cents. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the explanation is exactly 
the same that I gave the other day with respect to common 
ground cy limier glass. There is no glass imported in these sizes 
of the ordinary glazing stock. The glass which is imported is 
used mainly for mirrors in furniture and for mirrors for gen
eral use, small in size, and for other purposes that require ex
traordinary or unusual finish and brilliancy, and our manufac
turers do not attempt, so I have been in.formed, to compete 
seriously in that trade. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sena tor from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 
Mr. OLIVER. I wish to say that the Senator has not been 

correctly in.formed in that respect. Our manufacturers compete 
on everything, with the very best qualities of pfate glass for 
mirrors and for all other purposes. I want to correct the state
ment he has just made. 

l\Ir. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I understand that; but I 
understand further that there are no importations-no substan
tial importations-of plate glass of that size for glazing pur
poses. It then becomes simply a question of selecting glass with 
reference to its being used for mirrors in furniture and other 
things of that sort. You should not compare glass that is used 
for only one purpose, and that is fit for only one purpose, with 
that which is in.tended for another purpose and that is fit for 
another purpose. All our glass, or substantially all our glass, of 
these sizes is sold in the American market by American manu
facturers for less than similar sizes, although in.tended for a 
different purpose, can be bought for abroad. 

What is here proposed is to put such a duty on these smaller 
sizes as will enable our domestic manufacturers to so in.crease 
their price as to prevent the indirect competition, if you please, 
between the good and the poor; in other words, we will be pay
ing, if this amendment is adopted, for common stock glazing 
plate glass, the price which we ought to pay for the finest selec
tion of mirror glass. I feel sure that the committee does not 
intend to do any such in.justice to our people. You know that 
to put a duty of 10 cents a square foot upon a piece of glass 
that sells for 11 or 12 cents in our own markets by our own 
manufacturers is absurd. It is not only absurd, but it is an 
injustice; it is not only an in.justice, but it is an imposition 
upon those who are compelled to use or who do use this glass. 
It is not :necessary for the protection of our manufacturers. I 
want them to make this glass at home, provided they can in the 
end reduce that vast difference between the cost abroad and 
the cost here. 

There is not a man here who does not know that the company 
whose appeal I have just read was organized in order to con
solidate and concentrate within itself all of the plate-glass 
manufacture of the United States, and that there was a time-
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and in this respect I am sure the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. OLIVER] could come to my support again if he would
there was a time when it practically had embraced within its 
own limits the entire plate-glass manufacturing of this country;· 
but its profits were so alluring and its prosperity was so amaz
ing that other companies entered the business, just as I hope 
they always will when an attempt is made to monopolize any 
considerable industry in our country. 

Now, however, it manufactures--! can not remember just the 
proportion, but it probably manufactures a little more than one
half, possibly less than one-half, of all of our plate glass. But 
there are something like 11 independent plate-glass manufac
turers in the East, or in that part of the counb·y lying east of 
Chicago. I am perfectly willing to give them a high duty upon 
their large sizeS', a duty that bears some proportion and some 
relation to the selling price of their glass; but I am not willing 
to .give them a duty that is practi~J.ly 100 per cent of their own 
selling price· in their own country. If we do that, and if we do 
not attempt to discrintinate between these kinds of glass and 
put upon each a duty that will fairly protect it against the 
foreign manufacturer, then we will "have failed to compose a 
tariff measure that will command the respect and the confidence 
of the people of the United States. 

It can not be true that we are to add duties here without re
gard to their necessity. I am not, however, speaking now about 
duties· necessary to protect these manufacturers in certain sizes 
of glass; I leave that for future consideration; but I do say 
that when you have the facts-and no one dare dispute them
that this very glass on which you are imposing a duty of 10 
cents a square foot and 12i cents a square foot is selling from 
11 cents a square foot to 18 cents a square foot in our own coun
try, you can not, if you have in view the principles of protec
tion and the welfare of the people of the United States, insist 
upon increasing this duty. 

I am willing, so far as I am concerned, to stand upon the law 
as it has been for now twelve years; but I am not willing to in
crease these duties and thereby give an opportunity to increase 
unduly the prices of this important commodity. 

l\fr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, this is a very im
portant item in the tariff bill-important to the glass manu
facturer and important to the consumers, numbering many 
large and small furniture-manufacturing establishments in this 
country. I do not believe that the consumers of glass would 
make an unfair exaction. I think it is their disposition to pay 
a reasonably fair profit to the glass manufacturers of thi.s coun
try, and I feel very sure that the glass manufacturers are in
terested in seeing their principal customers get this product at 
a reasonable price. 

The bill as we have it before us seems to be unamended as it 
came from the House of Representatives, and the disposition of 
the committee seems to be to have at least informal action upon 
this schedule to-day. I should like to suggest that the Com
mittee on Finance extend to the Furniture l\Ianufacturers' As
sociation and to the glass people an opportunity to be heard 
upon this schedule, and that if we do pass it informally to-day, 
we shall be given a full opportunity, with the new light and the 
new information that would come to us, to have this matter 
taken up again in the Senate later. Now, if that would be at 
all agreeable to the Senator from Iowa, who has an amend
ment of considerable merit, and to the chairman of the Com
mittee en Finance, I should like to make the suggestion. 

Mr. ALDUICH. What is the suggestion? 
l\fr. Sl\IITH of Michigan. That a conference between these 

people should be arranged while the bill is still pending in the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALDUICH. l\Ir. President, what I desire in this case, as 
in the case of the paragraph just passed over, is that we. shall 
agree to the House provision, and that the committee will then 
hear both the manufacturers of plate glass and the furniture 
people who are interested in having the rate lowered, with a 
view of seeing if any reasonable arrangement can be made for 
amendment. The House provision then would stand, in case 
there were no amendment. It seems to me that that is a very 
good way to dispose of the whole subject. 

l\Ir. CUl\fi\HNS. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. SMITH of .Michigan. Would that be agreeable to the 

Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I gathered, although I was interrupted just 

at that moment, that the suggestion was to agree to the para
graph now. 

Mr. SUITH of Michigan. Informally to pass it. 
.Mr. CUMMINS. And then rest in the hope that the Finance 

Committee might make some change in it hereafter? 
l\Ir. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I would hardly be 

satisfied to leave it there. The chairman of the Finance Com-· 

mittee says that he will get these people together and see if 
some agreement can not be perfected between them which will · 
be satisfactory. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I did not say "get them to
·gether;" I said that we would confer with the different parties 
in interest and see whether any amendment could be made that 
was satisfactory to the committee. 'rhat is my notion about it. 

Mr . .S.1\1ITH of Michigan. If that is done, I can see a possible 
advantage ·to all concerned. 

l\Ir. CUMMINS. I assume-at least it is- probable-that 
when we take the vote that is what will be done; but the sug
gestion of the Senator from Rhode Island does not even offer 
any midway position. I have no doubt that with regard to 
this paragraph or any other, if he becomes convinced before the . 
bill leaves the Senate that any particular paragraph is wronO', 
he will be the :first to suggest that it be righted; but I do not 
see in his suggestion any change at an in the general situation. 

Mr. ALDUICH. It is very easy for the Senator from Iowa 
to test the Senate upon this amendment. I am quite willing 
that .it sl:10uld be voted upon now. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Michigan. I honld much prefer, l\fr. Presi
dent, that if.it is to be voted upon, it be voted upon in the light 
of information that may be gathered from a meeting of the 
consumers and the manufacturers of this product. There is a 
very important industry concerned in the consumption o! this 
product; and I do not believe they have been before the Com-. 
mittee on Finance. They are fair, B;nd w.ould not make any 
exaction that was not creditable to them as prudeµt b.usiness 
men. If they do come together with the glass manufacturers 
and both can be made to see. wherein our action could be help
ful to each, then I think we ought to be permitted to have that 
solution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, in justice . to the members 
of the. committee, I .must say that the committee have heard a 
great many people on this subject upon both sides of the ques
tion, and I think that they have not neglected any phase of it. 
There is a very wide discrepancy of opinion in this matter. The' 
manufacturers of plate glass are perfectly certain that if these 
rates are established the industry will stop in this country, or at 
least be seriously crippled; and the purchasers of plate glass, 
especially the furnituTe manufacturers, think the rates of th(~ 
House bill are too high. I am not at all certain that we can 
ever arrive at any conclusion as between these two contending 
factions; but the committee will give their very best thought 
and consideration to this question, and be able, if they believe 
that any amendment ought to be adopted, to suggest some 
amendment before the bill leaves the Senate. 

Mr. ROOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 
Mr. ROOT. Mr. President, I contemplated at one time offer- · 

fag the same amendment which has been offered to-day by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS]. At that time evidence had 
been produced iii behalf of the importers of plate glass and a 
certain number of furniture manufacturers in the State of New 
York to the . effect that the foreign factory cost of the manu
facture was but 14 cents per square foot and that the dome tic 
factory cost of manufacture was but 18 cents per square foot. 
Since that time evidence has been brought to my attention 
apparently establishing the fact that the domestic cost is about 
26 cents per square foot. If that be true-and it seems to be 
true so far as can be developed with my very insufficient means 
of testing the value of the evidence produced-if that be true, 
it presents an entirely different state of affairs to be dealt with. 

While I was satisfied that the difference in the co~t was only 
between 14 and 18 cents a square foot, it seemed to me that the 
increase of duty by the House was not justified. If the differ
ence is between 14 and 26 cents a. square foot, then it would 
seem to be justified. If that question of fact can be any further 
or more satisfactorily resolved, I should be very much gratified. 
I do not know whether it can be with the machinery at our 
command. 

Mr. Sl\IITH of Michigan. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 

yield to the Sena tor from l\Iichigan? 
Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I want it clearly understood that 

my purpose in making this suggestion is to facilitate a proper 
understanding between the consumers and the producers of 
glass, that neither one may be injured by this bill; and I have 
in mind the possibility that, upon a hearino- between the 
parties interested, they may be able to come to some conclu
sion that will be mutually advantageous; such, for instance, 
as a fiat rate on all sizes. It might be acceptable to the · trade 
generally, 

I , 
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Mr. CUMMINS. That · is precrsely what the manufacturers the chairman of the Finance Committee will become angry at 

of plate glass want. ' me, or at anybody else, because I have offered this amendment, 
l\Ir. SMITH of Michigan. What is that? and therefore be less open-minded than he otherwise would be. 
Mr. CUl\IMIN~. That is what they want-a fiat rate on all That is not possible. 

sizes. - Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to in-
1\Ir. SMITH of Michigan. It is possible that the furniture terrupt him a moment? 

people will want it. Mr. CUMMINS. I will. 
Mr. CUMMINS. It does not make any difference to me what Mr. NELSON. I should have been more candid with the 

the furniture people want. That would not suit me. Senator than I was a moment ago. I could see signs of "scrap-
Mr. S~IITII of Michigan. At any rate, suppose they would ping" between the furniture men and the glass men, and there

come together and thrash this matter out, and that when this fore I felt like acceding to the disposition requested by -the 
bill comes up in the Senate we act in the light of the inforrna- Senator from Rhode Island. 
tion that-we then have. -Does not the Senator from Iowa be- Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I want to suggest, in answer 
lieve we can act more intelligently then, and does he not believe to the statement of the Senator from Michigan, that because a 
there will be better opportunity for effectuating .our purpose shot fired in this Chamber does not take effect here it does not 
than there would be to-day? necessarily follow that it is a blank cartridge. There 'is some-

It is no satisfaction whate\er to me to have an amendment thing else to be considered than merely securing votes. I offered 
offered to-day that will not be accepted by the Senate, because this amendment because I believed it to be right. I believed 
that is a blank -cartridge; it goes nowhere and accomplishes this to be a sufficient duty upon this article. If I had not so 
nothing. If we can accomplish something by hearing these peo- believed I should not have offered it. I assume that when the 
ple, I shall be \ery glad. I should like to see somethi~1g ac- bill comes into the Senate either the Senator from Michigan or 
complished that would be helpful to both, if possible. I know the Finance Committee, if it is in the meanwhile so advised, 
that js a difficult task; but the Senatol' from Iowa is actuated will or can offer any amendment that may be necessary to 
by the same desire as myself to see this tariff bill -framed meet new conditions. 
equitably :ind fairly, in order that our industries may prosper Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President-- _ _ J 

and that we ma·y make and use our own products. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
Mr. CUMl\IINS. Mr. President-· - yield to the Senator from Michigan? _ 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me for a minute? Mr. CUMMINS. I do. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Yes. Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have no doubt at all about the 
Mr. NELSON. I desire for just a moment to call the atten- sincerity of the Senator from Iowa in offering this amendment; 

tion of the Senator from New York [Mr. RooT] to these facts: but I very much fear that the amendment, even with the merit 
I understood him to say that the manufacturers of this glass it possesses, may not be able to get such a hearing to-day as it 

have made it clear to him that it costs 26 cents per square foot. may be able to get later with further information. I should 
I find that the import price on the lower grade i~ 18! cents pe1· \ery much dislike to see Senators by a formal vote committed 
square foot. Adding that to the import price, we have a total against the proposition of the Senator from Iowa, or. committed 
of 26! cents, or half a cent more than the difference between against any similar proposition of my own,- and then have to 
the import price and the tariff rate. undo that action by testimony that may later be taken. 

In the case of the next bracket, under which there seems to I think that if we informally pass this_ paragraph, with the 
ha\e been the greatest importation, the import price is 20.3 understanding that the Committee on F_inance will hear these 
cents. Adding to that the Dingley rate of 10 cents, we have a people, who are greatly interested in this matter-the consumers 
total of 30 cents and a fraction. So that, if it costs the manu- whom I speak for now, representing an investment of over 
facturers 26 cents a square foot to make this glass here, they $40,000,000 of capital, and the cost of labor being the pre~oµii
still ha\e under that pracket a margin of 4 cents a square foot, nating charge in all that they do-we may, with that informa
which seems to me to be ample protection. tion, be able to reach a fair conclusion. That is my motive 

Will the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] allow me to and my hope. . 
make a suggestion to him, with a view to expediting business? Mr. CUMMINS. I hope profoundly that we may have a . 
It is to let the amendment be disposed of now and trust to the better opportunity to consider this matter in the Senate, and 
committee. If it does not effect a reasonable reduction, the that the Senator from Michigan will add his influence to my 
item can be excepted when the ·bill is reported to the Senate. own to prevent an increase in the duties upon these sizes of 
Then the amendment can be offered there, and we can have a glass. And while I can not recognize that there ·is any differ-
yea-and-nay vote. ence between a formal and an informal adoption of the para~ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is a wise solution. graph--
Mr. ~ELSON. I am willing, for one~, although I confess I Mr. ALDRICH. None whatever. 

have not much reason for it, to trust to the fairness and gener- Mr. CUMMINS (continuing). Nevertheless, I shall yield to 
osity of the committee. [Laughter.] I his suggestion, and shall not at the present ti.µl.e insist upon a 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. l\fr. President-- vote on my amendment. But I give notice that if, when we 
Mr. CUMMINS. It is somewhat embarrassing, when one's reach the Senate with this paragraph, the Senator from l\fichi

friends insist upon a course, to be compelled to doubt its wis- gan [Mr. SMITH] does not move to reduce these duties, as I 
dom. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. have moved now to reduce them, I shall then renew my amend-

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was merely about to indorse what the ment. 
Senator from Minnesota [l\ir. NELSON] has said. It seems to The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa with-
me that what he has proposed is an unusually wise disposition draws his amendment. . 
to make of the matter at this time, and one that will not result _Mr. CUMMINS. _ And_ I hope the Senator will see his way 
in the loss of anyone's rights. clear to take this action then, because his people are as much 

Mr. CUMMINS. I could not quite catch the remark of the interested in this particular matter as they can be in any sub-
Senator from Indiana. ject in the bill. . · 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I said that I -merely wanted to indorse, Mr .. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Iowa may rest 
in a sentence, what the Senator from Minnesota has said. It assured that whatever may be the outcome of this hearing will 
seems to me to be a wise and practical solution of this matter be the basis of my action. I have no interest to subserve ex
at the present moment, and one that will not result in the loss cept a public interest, and hope that the producer of glass in 
of anyone's rjghts. this country and the consumer may be able to agree upon a 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President-- fair and reasonable price. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa Mr. CUMMINS. I am wry sure of that; and being sure of 

yield to the Senator from Minnesota? it, I doubt not that the Senator will offer this amendment when 
l\1r. CUMMINS. I do. the time comes. -
Mr. NELSON. I want to remind the S_enator that that is the ' Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the Senator from Iowa 

style of the Senator from Indiana in pronouncing "Amen." I withdraws his amendment. I therefore ask that the paragraph 
[Laughter.] may be agreed to. 

Mr. CUl\UIINS. Mr. President, my position was embnrrass- Mr. GORE. l\Ir. President, in view of the withdrawal by the 
ing enough when approached only by my friend the Senator Senator from Iowa of his amendment, I have only . this to say : 
from Minnesota; but when to that is added the persuasiveness It is not my intention, now or at any other time, to discuss the 
of my friend from Indiana, I assure you that my position is glass schedule; but it is my intention at all times to join one 
painful to the last degree. . issue whenever that issue can be joined. 

I can not, however, see what this is all about. No matter The people of this country believe in a tariff revision. In 
what we do now, there will be an opportunity to offer an ai:pend- my .judgment, the majority of them believe in a revision down
ment to this paragraph in the Senate. I can not imagine that ward. The Republican party promised to revise the tariff. I 
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mll not say what they meant, but I believe I know what the 
people understood. Yet I can not speak advisedly even upon 
that point. But there is a political party that believes in plac
in(J' trust-made articles, in great measure, on the free list. It 
se~ms to be the policy of the dominant party to increase in the 
pending bill the tariff on trust-made articles. I wish, as often 
as possible, to join this issue between the protected manufac
turers upon the one hand and the unprotected people on the 
other-between the protected combinations that enjoy excessive 
profits as a result of the tariff and the unprotected corumme>.·s 
that pay those excessive profits. 

I do not charge that there is a plate-glass trust in this colm
try; but I believe that a few years ago there ~as one ~ this 
country. I think I b.axe evidence upon the pornt that is con
clush·e. And while the energies of that trust were devoted to 
a material so brittle that often its trip to the consumer broke it, 
it may be the object, and if not the object it may pos 'bly be 
the effect of the proposed increase to resuscitate that deceased 
trust, to ~esurrect that dead monopoly, and to reincarnate the 
ghost of the glass trust. 

I send to the desk two letters written by the Pittsburg Glass 
Company itself. Of course there are graye Senators who will as
sert that this company did not know what it was writing about, 
and who will cast their own guess into the balance against the 
deliberate declaration of the company. As the Finance Oom
mittee is to reconsider this schedule, I desire to ha "Ve these 
letters read. They shed a white light upon the methods of the 
glass trust when it was aliYe. They shed a white light upon 
tlie busi.i:J.ess methods prevalent in this country among the trusts. 
I commend them to the consideration of those Senators who 
innocently believe in the mild methods of the protected manu
facturel'S toward those who retail the finished articles in this 
country. 

Mr. ALDRICII. I ask the Senator to allow the letters to be 
printed in the RECORD without being read. They have undoubt
edly been printed once at the expense of the Government. 

Mr. GORE. They are very b1ief. 
.Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator to allow them to be 

printed in the RECORD. It certainly can serve no useful pur
po e to have them read here. 

Mr. GORE. I should rather have them read. 
· Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator must realize that he is taking 
up the time of the Senate in haVing read something that has 
already been printed by the Government. He certainly can not 
expect to change any votes upon this subject. The letters to 
which he· refers ha·rn been in print for six months, and I assume 
that every Senator interested in the subject has read them. 

l\Ir. GORE.' I do not expect to change any i;nan's vote on this 
bill. I know .that there are men on the other side, including the 
chairman of the Finance Committee, who, like Ephraim of old, 
are joined to their idols, and who will yote in their interest 
no matter what the truth discloses pere. I do not expect to 
influence their decision; but I intend to shed this light upon the 
bill for the benefit of the Senate and for the benefit of the people 
of the United States, and no effort on the part of the Senator 
to suppress light here or elsewhere will hnye any influence 
with me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letters 
will be printed in the RECORD without being read. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--

. Mr. GORE. I 'want the letters read, unless objection is made. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair made the announce

ment that'they would be printed in the RECORD. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I shall not insist upon my objection, of 

course but ·I reiterate it is a useless waste of the time of the 
Sen.at~. ' 

Mr. RAYNER. l\Ir. President, has not the Senator a right 
to have them read? 

Mr. ALDRICII. I think not, but I will not raise that ques-
tion. . 

l\fr. RAYNER. Has he not a right to have them read as a 
part of his speech? I have never known such an objection to 
be made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think not, but I will not make any objec
tion I will not raise the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 
the Secretary will read as requested. 
· The Secretary read as follows : 

[Page 208, Industrial Commission, Trusts and Combinations.] 
. PHILADELPHIA., PA., October !1, 1900. 

GENTLEMEN: We have just been advised by our general office that 
nny permission that bas been given to the jobbers whereby they were 
allowed to import plate glass must be at once withdrawn, and we 
hereby beg to notify you to this .effect. 

We wiU ask you to send to this office at once a memorandum of any 
foreign glass that you may have ordered '\Thich you have not received. 
Please include in this memorandum that which may already be on the 
water as well as the portion that has not yet been shipped from abroad. 
Kindly gh·e this matter your prompt attention, a.nd obllge 

Yours, truly, PLTSBCllG PLATE GLASS Co. 

The other letter, which is also signed "Pittsburg Glas Com
pany," reads: 

PHILADELPHIA., PA., November ~O, 1900. 
GENTLEMEN: At a meeting of the manufacturers and "A" jobbers 

of P,late glass in Pittsburg, on the 14th instant, it was resolved that no 
"A ' or "B " buyers would be permitted to import plate glass or to 
purchase plate glass that had been Imported iuto this country. The 
manufacturers will expect all the "A" and "B" buyers to confot·m 
strictly to this resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on n"reeing to 
the paragraph as amended. 

The paragraph, as amended, was agreed to. 
The SECRETARY. The next paragraph paEsed O\er is 107, on 

page 29. 
l\fr. ALDRICH. Before we take up thnt paragraph, I desire 

to offer an amendment on page 28, line 23, after the word 
" glass." I send it to the desk. 

The SECRET.A.BY. On page 28, paragraph 104., line 23, after 
the word " glass," strike out the comma and insert the word 
"or; " and after the word "pebble " strike out the '\\Ords " or 
paste." 

The amendment '\\US agreed to. 
The paragraph as amended '\\as agreed to. 
l\lr. ALDRICH. On page W, line 7, I offer the amendment 

I send to t})e desk. 
The SECRETA.RY. On page 29, line 7, paragraph lOp, after the 

word "form," insert: 
Including those used in the construction of gauges. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The paragraph as amended was agreed to. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. I think the next is paragraph 107. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is . 
Mr. ALDRICH. There was an amendment offered by the 

Senator from Missouri tl\Ir. STONE], which the committee can 
not accept and which could not be accepted. I will ask that the 
paragraph go o"\"'er, reserving to the Senator from Missouri any 
rights which he would have if present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go over. 
The SECRETABY. The next paragraph passed ·over is 116, on 

page 32. 
Mr. ALDRICII. It will have to go over again. 
The PRESIDING OFFIOER. Without objection, it will be 

passed over. 
Mr. GUGGENHEIM. It is in order' to offer an ame:pdm.ent 

to paragraph 115!. 
Mr. ALDRICH. We have not yet reached that. 
l\Ir. GUGGEl'-l"HEIM. We are at 116 now, I believe. 
Mr. ALDRICH. One hundred and fifteen and a half has 

been passed over. I suggest to the Senator that he resene his 
amendment until it is again reached. 

To paragraph 123 the senior Senator froi;n Texas [Mr. CUL
BERSON] has an aµiendment. I have promised that the para
graph should not be taken up in his absence. 

Mr. STOl-;"'E entered the Chamber. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Mis ouri, 

who was absent when this matter ca.me up, that I examined 
the amendment which he has suggested, and it would not be 
possible for the committee to accept it. It is altogether too 
wide. 

Mr. STONE. The amendment as to glass? 
Mr. ALDIUCH. Yes; on glass. 
Mr. NELSON. What has been done with paragraph 116? 
Mr. PENROSE. It went over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has gone o-rer. 
Mr. NELSON. The other day? 
Mr. STONE. What is the number of that paragraph? 
l\fr. ALDRICH. One hundred and seven. The Senator can 

offer the amendment in the Senate, if he desires. 
. .Mr. STONE. The Senator stated that he was in sympathy 

with the general idea. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. I was, but when I came to examine the 

amendment I found it altogether too comprehensi-re in its char-
acter. · 

Mr. STONE. The Senator suggested at that time that he 
thought it was too comprehensh·e, but--

1\fr. ALDRICH. I will confer with the Senator some time 
in regard to it, and we can offer an amendment in the Senate, 
if we can agree upon the terms. 

Mr. STONE. I have no objection to that. Only I am afraid 
the Senator will not agree. 
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Mr. .ALDRICH. Paragraph 140, I think, is the next one. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the com-

Paragraph 123 has gone over at the request of the Senator from mittee is disagreed to, without objection; and the question is 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], who desires to have it stricken out and on agreeing to the paragraph. 
the article put on the free list. Mr. LODGE. That leaves out the word "finished." 

The SECRETARY. Paragraph 140, page 45- Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps we had better put in the word 
Mr. CTTl\fMINS. What was done with paragraph 116? "finished." 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was passed over. Mr. BRANDEGEE. Allow me to call the attention of the 
Mr. ALDRICH. It was passed over again. Senator from Massachusetts to the word " axles." I do not 
The SECRETARY. The committee propose to strike out para- think that that word needs to be in the paragraph. 

graph 140, as printed in the bill, and to insert a new paragraph, l\fr. LODGE. I was not speaking about the word " axles," 
with the same number: but the word "finished," which is not in the House provision 

140. Automobiles, bicycles, and motor cycles, and parts of any of the and is in ours, and it is important. 
foregoing, including tires, axles, and ball bearings, 45 per cent ad l\lr. BR.ANDEGEE. I do not object to having the word "fin-
valorem. ished " inserted. · 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. The committee modifies the amendment by l\fr. LODGE. I move the word "finished" be inserted in 
striking out the word " tires," in the thirteenth line, and insert- the House provision before the word " parts" in each case. 
ing the word "finished," after the word "and," in the twelfth The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
line. The SECRETARY. In line 9, before the word " parts," insert 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Which "and?" the word " finished." 
Mr. ALDRICH. The second "and." Mr. LODGE. It will have to appear in three places. I think 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. So as to read "finished the Senate committee amendment is much better. 

parts?" Mr. BULKELEY. I understand that if the word "finished" 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. is inserted in this paragraph, when the articles that are enu-
The SECRETARY. In line 13 of the committee amendment, it is merated there as connected with these Yarious machines come in 

proposed to strike out the word " tires," and in line 12, after in an unfinished condition, they come in under the basket clause 
the word "and" and before the word "parts," to insert "fin- providing the same rate, 45 per cent, on unfinished parts. 
ished." Mr . .ALDRICH. If they are metal, unquestionably. 

l\fr. DOLLIVER. I should like to ask the chairman of the Mr. BAILEY. What will be the purpose of inserting the 
committee what effect the last amendment will have? word "finished," and thus taking them out of the basket clause 

Mr . .ALDRICH. It will make the castings, the various crude and putting them in this paragraph? No good purpose could be 
parts which mig~t be used for automobiles, dutiable at the rate served by it. 
they would bear if they w~re not en°;IDerated. Mr. ALDRICH. I think there might be some cases where 

Mr. DOLLIV~R. Does it restore tires as a part of the para- castings might be made dutiable at 45 per cent by this para-
gr~.fh ?ALDRICH C ·t . 1 t. graph, when otherwise they would come in at a lower rate of 

r. · er am Y no . duty, as all castings of steel or iron whatever. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. If they are finished? I Mr. LODGE. Castings come in under a special paragraph. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I sho~d say absolutely not. . . .~ There are a number of such things. I _do not know why they 

. Mr. DOLLIVER. l\fy ide~ was-I do not want to ms1st u _ ')11 should go into the basket clause necessarily. 
it-that.parts of ti;ie machmes manufacture~ of rubber ought l\Ir. BAILEY. Castings coming in in that way differ from 
to be disposed of m the paragraph concernmg manufactured the parts of an automobile? 

ru~r~rALDRICH. That is the intention of the committee, and Mr. ALDRI~H. Unque~tionably.. . 
I have no doubt it is carried out by the language used, "if not M:. BAILEY. T~at be~g true, it bemg expressly provided 
finished." for, it would pay this duty mstead of any ?th~r du~. In other 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But the tires are finished, as a rule. They words, there would be a ~eneral. enm;neration mcluding them. 
are a part of the machines. I got the notion they might be in- Mr. A.LDRICH. l\Iy impre~s1011 .1s that the Senator. from 
eluded in the term "finished parts." Te~as will conc~ude, upon consideration, that the con~truction of 

l\fr. LODGE. They could not be held to be a part of the t~r1ff acts ?f this ~ature has been that :vhere _an article is men-
machine. honed specifica~ly it bore the rate mentioned m that paragraph 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I do not think so. and not otherwise enumerated. 
l\Ir. LODGE. That certainly is not intended. Mr. BAILEY. That would be the rule of construction in law. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I should like to ask the chairman of Mr. ALDRICH. If axles were mentioned in the paragraph by 

the committee what the object of the committee is in changing themselves, even if they were parts of an automobile, they would 
the House provision in that paragraph? In other words the be dutiable as axles and not as parts of an automobile. 
House provision applies to automobiles, bicycles, and ~otor Mr. BAILEY. I think the rule would be different. If they 
cycles, and parts thereof. The Senate prGvision practically re- were a part of an automobile and imported as a part of an auto
peats that same language and then proceeds to mention certain mobile, then they would fall under the provision relating to 
articles which are parts thereQf. Unless it mentions all articles automobiles and :parts thereof, and the axles coming in under 
that are parts thereof, it would seem to me to exclude them. the general provision would be axles not falling under the spe-

Mr. LODGE. Axles were put in, for example, because the cial provision. That is undoubtedly the rule. 
very next paragraph refers to axles, and it was thought neces- Mr. ALDRICH. ·But if the rate upon axles is lower than the 
sary to include them specifically here. Otherwise they might rate upon parts of an automobile, they never would be imported 
be thrown under the other paragraph. as parts of an automobile, but always as axles. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. If that is the object of the committee, I Mr. BAILEY. That is undoubtedly true, because everybody 
will suggest that there are other parts that should be enu- will bring it in in the best way possible. 
merated. My colleague has an amendment to cover that point. Mr. BULKELEY. I should like to ask the chairman of the 

l\fr. BULKELEY. I bad in mind the same question which committee, if· there is no objection, to insert the word "un
my colleague asked 1:lle chairman. While the provision as con- finished," so as to read "and parts thereof, whether finished or 
tained originally in the bill as sent here by the House would unfinished.'-" 
be preferable, I think, to mentioning the various parts of Mr. ALDRICH. I think that would not be necessary. I 
automobiles, bicycles, and motor cycles, instead of the substitute think we had better leave the language as it is, "automobiles 
for the provision sent in by the committee I move to amend and parts thereof." 
by inserting on line 13, page 45, after the word " axles," the Mr. BULKELEY. All right; I do not press it. 
following-- . l\fr. BAILEY. I can probably learn a little about an auto-

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I think there is no substantial difference mobile right here. I want to know if the automobile axle is 
between the Senate committee amendment and the House pro- susceptible of use for purposes other than that of automobiles. 
vision; and if it is to lead to any discussion or controversy, I Mr. ALDRICH. The rear axle certainly would not be. I 
will withdraw the committee amendment and allow the House should think very likely the front axle might be used for other 
provision to stand. There is no substantial difference. purposes. 

M~'. BRANDEGEE. Unless the Senator does object to it, I Mr. BAILEY. If from their nature and character they are 
think the language of the House is much simpler and can not only fit for use on automobiles, they could not be brought in 
possibly lead to any confusion. under the pretense that they were for some other purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I withdraw the amendment of the I Mr. ALDRICH. No; but they would import them as axles, 
committee. without any reference to their use, and they are dutiable at a 

l\fr. BULK;ELEY. I withdraw the amendment I was going to specific rate as axles. There is a provision in the next para-
propose. graph for axles. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Probably the ;appraiser or officer, possessing 
some teclm.ical knowledge of the automobile, would be able to 
say that it is an automobile axle. I wonder if the chairman 
of the committee is prepared to say whether this duty of 45 
per cent is the maximum revenue-producing duty or whether he 
thinks a higher duty would fetch more revenue. 

.Mr. HALE. l\Ir. President--
1\Ir. BAILEY. I haYe asked that question of the chairman 

of the committee. I regard this as essentially a luxury. 
Mr. HA.LE. I will yield for the present. 
Mr. BAILEY. Of course, if the Senator from Maine would 

answer it, the answer would be accepted from either Senator. 
l\Ir. HALE. I had another thought in my mind which I think 

will appeal to the Senator. I think the House provision prob
ably coyers the subject, but if the provision of the House is 
agreed to without amendment it passes from all further con
sideration, aru1 the suggestions made by the Sena.tor from 
Texas a.nd other Senators would be unavailing, because they 
could not be considered in conference. It takes very little in 
the way of a cha.nge to leave a matter open. I should say if 
the word "finished" is inserted, or any word, it leaves the sub
ject to the consideration of the two Houses when they meet 
in conference. It would be safer and better to .do that tllan 

· to foreclose it now by accepting the House language with no 
· amendment. 

I think I should agree with the Senator from Texas that any 
increase of the duty that could be afforded and could be paid 
by the owners of automobiles, which are not only a luxury but 

· a nuisa.nce, would be extremely proper for the Senate to con
, sider, but all of that will be left to the wisdom of the confer

ence between the two Houses if any amendment is made. The 
word "finished" leaves. the whole subject .open, which I think is 

· better, though I would be willing to agree to the House propo
sition unless we should raise the duty and do something to limit, 
to control, and regu1ate, if possible, this new introduction. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wonder if a mere amendment inserting the 
word "finished," where both provisions fix the same rate, 
would leat'e the rate open. My understanding is that we col
lected something more than ·$1,700,000 the last :fiscal year from 
the importation of automobiles. 

l\1r. HA.LE. Which is in itself a small mitigation for their 
presence. . 

Mr. BAILEY. I thoroughly agree with the Senator, although 
he and r are probably the only ones not reconciled to these 
"red devils." Probably we may hereafter become reconciled 
ourselves. . 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator and I are behind the times, 
·but I am t'ery g1ad to nave his company. 

l\Ir. BAILEY. Mr. President, I nev€r cnn be very far out of 
place while I am in hailing distance of the Senator from Maine. 
[:Laughter.] But if we can raise more money by reason of this 
duty I would not hesitate tq raise it, because the article is at 
best a luxury, and at worst, as the Senator from Maine very 
properly says, a nuisunce. I would make people who import 
luxuries which are also nuisances pay for the pr ivilege, and I 
would only be deterred by the fear that an increase in the duty 
might decrease the importations. In this, like in all other duties 
levied upon luxuries, I would stop only at the maximum rev
enu~-producing point. 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that the H<>use form has two needless 
repetitions. The form of the Senate paragraph is much better, 
and I suggest that we substitute for the House provision the 
words of the Senate committee: 

that are used in this country will be made here. There can be 
no question about that. I think the American automobiles to
day are th€ best in the world; but there are now, and will be 
for some time to come, a great many people, undoubtedly, who 
will buy some fancy makes of French or German automobiles. 
I am inclined to think that if we make the rate any higher we 
would in the end get less re-venue. 

l\lr. TILLl\I.AN. And we would not get rid O·f automobiles. 
.Mr . .ALDRICH. And we would not get rid of automobiles, 

because they are here to stay. 
Mr. TILLMAN. They are bound to stay. 
Mr. .ALDRICH. No duty that we can impose upon them 

would exclude them from use. So the committee thought prob
ably 45 per cent would be the best rate we could use for revenue.-
. Mr. BAILEY. If that is the judgment of the coni.mittee, and 

my own j udgment is not clearly contrary to it, I shall not in· 
sist, because I would regret t'ery much to \Ote for an increased 
duty even on a luxury and have it result in a decreased re-renue. 

Mr. BACON. I was not in while the debat.e was going on, but 
I want to say that in a conversation the other day with a gen
tleman very much more conyersant with automobiles than I 
am, he stated the fact that practically . under the present duty 
but one class of automobiles are imported at t:Q.e present time. 
He ga rn me the name. It is a French machine. I do not re-
~~ff~ . 

I do not propose to take any issue with the committee on the 
subject because I quite agree with the closing words which I 
herrrd from the chairman and also from the Senator from Texas, 
that the end to be accomplished is to get the best revenue we 
can from this importation. I only stated that fact in order to 
know whether i t accords with the information which £.be com
mittee has as to :practically but one machine being imported. 

l\1r. ·ALDRICH. That is not correct. 
Mr. BACON. I do not state it as being exclusively so, but 

spe,aking generally. 
Mr . .ALDRICH. It is not correct. There are at least half 

a dozen leading makes of automobiles that are imported largely. 
Mr. BA.CON. I have no information on the subject myself. 
l\Ir . .ALDRICH. Eight or ten makes would include certainly 

most of the importations. 
Mr. B.A.ILEY. If we could have the name of the maker and 

the country from which they come engraved on them, we could 
tell which Senators are riding in imported automobiles. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. The foreign makers look out for that. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator need not be alarmed about that. 

The marks will be on the machine. 
Mr. BAILEY. .According to my belief, the IDJlrks of the 

people ought to be on some ·of the Senators who ride in im
porte<l automobiles. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope no Senator would ride in an im
ported automobile. 

Mr. BAILEY. I saw the Senator from Rhode Island riding 
in a -very finely finished ,one, and I wondered if it was made in 
this country. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. It was made in this country. It was made 
in Detroi t, Mich. 

Mr. S~ITTII of .Michigan. We are -rery proud of it. 
Mr. BULKELEY. We are not accustomed in this body to 

gh·e the information from parties interested in these matters 
of tariff a great deal of weight, but I should like to read a few 
words from a letter from a gentleman representing the manu
facturers of bicycles, automobiles, and motor cycles, in which 
he says: 

AutomobHes, bicycles, motor cycles, and finished parts of any of the The changes and insertion a.sked for are not important enough-
foregoing, 45 per cent ad -valorem... 

That is precisely the same in efl'eet as the House provision, Neither t he provision as presented ~Y the House nor by the 
. which involves unnecessary words. Senate--

Mr. IIA.LE. Will the Senator ieaye out the including w<>rds? in the opinion of our automobile and bicycle manufacturers, to delay 
Mr. LODGE. Yes; leave out those words. the harmonious passage -0f the paragraph; and I have the authority 

M P · ..:i. t _I d t te d from H. B. Joy (Packard Motor Car Company), chairman of the 
l\Jr. DOLLIVER. r. resi\L.en • 0 no pre Il! to know automobile manufacturers' tariff committee, and Col. George Pope (Pope 

whether 45 per cent is an ex:ce.ssh-e duty upon the tires of auto- Manufacturing Company), chairman of the bicycle manufacturers' tariff 
mobiles, but I would not like the RECORD to lea.ve me under the committee, to state that paragraph 140, either as it appears in the 

Suspl·c·ion of not knowin2'. that if we put these ·finished parts in House or Senate bill, is acceptable to our manufacturers, and that :we 
~ do not object to the omission of the word "finisb~d "-

the paragraph the word "tire" is ineffective, because i t looks 
to me as if the tire is a finished part of an automobile. Or its insertion; but, like all our other people in Connecticut 

Mr . .ALDRICH. It is easy enough to take care of that by who are interested in this as they are in other industries of the 
suggesting "not including tires." country, ihey ask for a speedy passage of this whole measure. 

hlr. DOLLIVER. Dr by correcting the phraseology ,0f the ~fr. ALDRIOH. I ask that the paragraph as we now ha·rn it 
rubber paragraph. be read. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I think it would be better to say here The PRESIDING OFFICER. The SecTeta.ry will re~d the 
"not including tires." . paragraph as modified.. . . 

l\Ir. President, in ans~er to the question of the :S€-na.tor from The SECRETARY. Strike out the House provis10n and insert : 
Texas-which, of course, is a serious question- as to what rate 140. Automobiles, bicycles, an? mo.tor cycl~s. and finished parts of 
would bring the most re-rnnue, I have no question whatever I any of the foregoing, not includrng tires, 45 per cent ad valorem. 
thnt within u very few years the great ma.ss 10f the automobiles Mr. ALDRI CH. That is right. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is. on agreeing to the 

amendment. 
lli. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I had hoped the committee 

would find that this particuhtr importation would stand a very 
much higher duty. I am in entire sympathy with the expres
sions of the Senator from Maine and the Sena.tgr from Texas. 
I. believe no greater imposition has entered this ceuntry at any 
time than these great snorting steam machines that occupy 
that which belongs to the people, who can scarcely support a 
handcart, and drive the people out from that which is their own. 

Mr. SM.ITH of Michigan. No only occupying~ but destroying, 
the roads. 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes; destroying the roads. I have never 
had any sympathy with them. I have always felt perfectly 
satisfied to have those who desire to own and keep them have 
roads of their own upon which to run them, but I never 
dreamed that any court in the United States would hold, as it 
has been held, that they have an equal right upon the public 
highways with oilier vehicles and with the people who have a 
right to walk upon them. 

The roads were neyer made nor were the road laws of the 
country ever passed in contemplation of such a use. They are 
made throughout the country by the taxes and the labor of peo
ple wh-0 never can afford to own these machines, and they must 
stand off or flee to some place of safety as this great engine of 
destruction goes over the ll'oads. 

I think I am not narrow in mind in regard to these things. I 
look at it from a practical standpoint I have. known and 
every man in this room has known, of carriages driv~n by 
women being tossed aside and pe0ple injured er killed by these 
machines. I have in my mind more than one instance of the 
kind~ 'Fhey sho.nt with glee as they see the farmer flying
through the air, his horses in one direction and the farmer in 
another. Why, it is a subject of jest in. the papers.. The auto

.mobile goes along~ and! the· farmer is dis-trfbated over the ferree 
perhaps into his own field. ' 

I had hoped that the committee would find that tllis tax apon 
pride m.ight pay at least 100 per eent, because that is all it is. 
No· one eveir bought a foreign automobile, except as in&igated 
by the pride of ownership of something of superimr name,. if 
not o~ qu~ty. I hope that the> committee may find, before the 
quest10n 1s finally disposed of, that imported' automobiles will 
bear a duty of 100 per cent. 

_Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr~ President; I rise merely to congratu
late the committee, and. especially the· Senuto-r from M'.a.ine [Mr. 
HA.LE], upon his resourcefulness in. forwarding this- bill and sav
ing time by the introduction into this discussion of the· advisa
bility of' having automobiles in. this: country, and as t& whether 
they are nuisances, which has now consumed about. half an 
hour, with no reference to the tariff. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not suppose that I have in
truded in this dis.cnssion in the four weeks in which the bill has 
been before the Senate one minute where the Senator from 
Indiana bas intruded twenty minutes. I have been very careful 
not to consume time and not to make suggestions that consmne 
time~ I am not eageE to appear in the .(>ublic: prints. I d-0· not 
wait until the discussion of the day is nearly terminated., and 
then intrude myself. into the- discussion, in order that I may 
appear in the newspapers. 

I bide my time. I keep no account with the Committee on 
Finance, debit and ci·edit, voting with them half the time and 
voting against them half the time. I will not submit to the im
plied censure of my young friend from Indiana, and it would be 
w:eU for him to cur.b his impatience in criticising ruder Sen
ators-not better Senators. I say to him that I shall not ap
pear here in disturbing the progress of this bill, as he- appears 
constantly te do; but when the time comes that I see fit to make a 
suggestion, I shall make it withO-U-t any hesitation, and the. Sen
ate will notice the difference between. him and me in this regard. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE.. Mr. President, I am surprised that the 
. Senator from l\I.aine, who had been indulging in pleasantries 
upon this subject, which were enjoyed by us all, et>uld not have 
also ta.ken in the spirit in which it was given the. pleasantry 
indulged in by me to the extent of just one sentenee--for that 
was what it was, of course. The suggesti.on was a mere pleas
antry, following the spirit of levity in which. the Senato1· from 
Maine and other Senators had indulged, and properly indulged. 
It involved no criticism whate\er, b11t came of the fact that thi.s 
humorous discussion, which was not at alias to what should be 
the rate of duty on automobiles, but whether thev were a 
nuisance or- not, had, as a matter of fact, consumed. considerable 
time~ There was no criticism in that; not at all Nevertheless 
since the subject has been raised I am forced to say this: i 
hav-e heard a good deal in the I.ast two or· three days about de
laying the bill. This is not the first time. 

As to the · personal suggestions of the Senator from Maine 
concerning myself, they call for no reply or even notice. I 
have had the RECORD searched, and it will show that I have not 
occupied as much time, nor a small fraction as much time, a.s 
any Senator here wllo has actively supported the committee 
or any Senator here who has a.ctively opposed it. Yesterday 
evening, however, r will say, now that this subject is up, there 
was a good deal of comment upon: this matter· and tbe RECORD 
will disclose· that more than half of the ti.me' taken yesterday, 
after the discussion was practically closed, on the paragraph · 
we· were considering-I say more than half the time which 
was taken yesterday, after we thought we were- ready to vote, 
was taken by Senat9rs supporting the committee. 

I had no idea that this mere pleasantry would , raise this 
question; but since it is raised, those facts ought to be n-0ted. 
I am one of those who believe that we should con.fine eurselves 
in the haste-considerate haste, not inconsiderate haste-that. 
now ought to govern us to the concrete discussion of the 
schedules. 

H:ebukes have been uttered here-yes, showered upon Sen
ators-because they. saw fit to discuss the bill at. greater length 
than others thought they shoUld. They were performing what 
they thought was theiT conscientious duty; but that did not 
save them from criticism. I have not been so criticised., because 
I have no.t occupied the :t'loor very much. I have been upon the 
floor a good many times, but not at any lengthic so that the 
criticism is not directed at me. That is the reason. that I can 
speak freely now about delaying the bill. I say now that the 
RECORD shows that what I have said is true, and yesterday was 
a good illustration of that. 

I do not think the· Senators· supporting the committee who 
took that time yesterday are to be criticised fo:r that at all, and 
they are. not being criticised;. but neither should those who have 
been in the discharge of what they thoug.ht was their eonscien
tious duty and tbeir obliga.ti-0a to th-eir constituents be: criticised 
for- o.pposing the: cem.mittee i! they thought that wa.s carrying out 
the duty imposed upon them by their oath of office. 
~ow, Mr. .Presiden.t, I only interjected a single sentence, 

which was brought out by the- engaging jollity of the• Senator 
from Maine; but it does n..ot seem that the constant talk about 
delaying the· bill should per.haps be emphasized so much here'
after, in view of the fact that we have had at least half an. hour 
taken in ente.J."taining and nerve-relieving. pleasantries, for 
which no person who has been against the committe.e amend
ments at times is responsible. 

I did not mean to criticise. anybody for this waste of time; 
but this sensitiveness compels me to again remark that it has 
been wasted, and uselessly wasted, and n.ot by those who have 
opposed the committee·, eithe-r. 

Mr. HALE.. Mr. President, I h-ope the Senator from Indiana 
hereafter-, when he is indulging in pleasantries, will label his 
article. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think my pleasantry was quite ap
parent to everybody except,. I am surprised to say, the Senator 
from Maine~ who usually has a keen eye for those things; but 
I think that he was unusually sensitive, because he recognizes 
that fie has been responsible for this half-hour delay which, of 
course, he was very anxious to avoid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is: on agreeing to 
the amendment e:f th~ committee. . 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I rise simply t<> call attention 
to the fact that we are making progress. [Laughter.} 

Jifr . .ALDRICH. Mr. President, in that conneetion, as. there 
seems to be an era of good feeling, I desire to say that while 
I shall not ask for a time to be fixed to-night for taking' a vote 
upon this measure~ I shall ask to-morrow that a time be fixed 
at as early a day as possible- for taking the final' vote upon this 
bill and all of its amendmentsr 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment. -

Mr. GUGGENHEIM. I wish to have a telegram read . 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator· from Colo

rado yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr~ GUGGENHEIM. CertainJy. 
Mr. HALE.. I wish to introduce a res.olution, which I ask be 

read and referred to the Committee on Fina.nee. 
The- PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution proposed by the 

Senator from Maine wilL be read. 
The resolution ( S. Iles. 49) was read and referred to the 

Committee on Finance, as follows: 
s ·enate resolution 49·. 

Resolved, That until othel'wise ordered the Senate shall meet at 11 
o'clock a. m. ; th.at at half past 5· a recess shall be taken until 8 o'clock 
~;c~ctand that the Senate sha.U. adjourn for the day not later than 11 
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l\fr. GALLINGER. I ask that the pending amendment be 
stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment will 
be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed by the Committee on Finance 
to strike out paragraph 140 of the bill, and in lieu thereof to 
insert a new paragraph, as follows: 

140. Automobiles, bicycles, and motor cycles, and parts of any of the 
foregoing, including tires, axles, and ball bearings, 45 per cent ad 
valorem. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. :Ur. President, I have a substitute which 
I desire to offer for that amendment, and I will only occupy a 
moment in reference to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by 
tbe Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a substitute for 
the committee amendment the following: 

140. Automobiles and finished parts thereof, not including tires, 50 
per cent ad valorem ; bicycles and motor cycles, including the :finished 
parts thereof, not including tires, 45 per cent ad valorem. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Mr. PresiQ.ent, the only point in which 
that amendment differs from the amendment of the committee 
is that it puts the high-priced automobiles, which are imported 
fro.m France, Italy, and possibly other countries, at 50 per cent, 
instead of 45 per cent. It will send the matter to conference, 

l\Ir. President, I would not have read that letter, except 
that I know the writer to be a man of high standing and of 
very accurate information. From a study of the paragraph, I 
am not able to determine whether the criticism of it is well 
founded and I place the matter before the Senate with the sole 
purpose of securing information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The word " finished" was inserted in the 
amendment to cover cases like that suggested by the Senator 
from Wisconsin. I think it does this. I think that the crude 
parts, casting parts, would pay the same rate of duty they do 
now, and not the higher rate suggested by the writer of the letter. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. As there will be further opportunity 
for investigation before the matter is finally disposed of in the 
Senate, I do not care to take any more time upon the subject 
to-night. 

Mr. ALDRICH. At the end of paragraph 134, on page 41, 
I offer the amendment which I send to the desk:. I will first 
ask if paragraph 140 as amended was agreed to? 

The PilESIDING OFFICER. It was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Then I offer the amendment I send to the 

desk, to come in as paragraph 134. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. Add, at the end of paragraph 134, page 41, 

t;tie following : 
and I feel quite confident, if it is looked into, the committee Wire heddles or healds, 25 cents per thousand, and, in addition 
will agree that this is one source where they will find a greater thereto, 40 per cent ad valorem. · 
additional revenue without doing any harm. The men who The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
import limou·sine machines and other foreign machines will the amendment. · 
not balk at paying an additional 5 per cent. The amendment was agreed to . . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I accept that amendment in lieu of the Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure wh.ether the provisions in 
committee amendment. regard to marking in paragraph 153 were adopted or not. I 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment is think they were, however. 
withdrawn. The question now is on agreeing to the amend- Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Presid-
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. ing Officer or the Sen.ator from Rhode Island if section 134 is 

Mr. T.ALIAJ~'ERRO. Mr. President, are we not entitled to a now agreed to? 
vote on that amendment? Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; it has be~n agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. Mr. GORE. I have had an amendment for some time that r. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. I call for a vote. desired to present to that paragraph. Will there be an oppor-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to tunity to do so later? 

the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. Mr. ALDRICH. There will be an opportunity in the Senate. 
The amendment was agreed to. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the next paragraph passed over. 

paragraph as amended will be agreed to. Mr. ORA WFORD. What was done with paragraph 153? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Before the vote is taken upon the para- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ohair understands it was 

graph as amended, I rise for the purpose of securing some in- agreed to on the first reading. The Secretary will state the 
formation. I have here a copy of a circular letter which I next paragraph passed over. 
received, inclosed with another letter, which states that the cir- The SECRETARY. Paragraph 160. Wire nails made of wrought 
cular letter is sent out by the Automobile Manufacturers' As- iron or steel-- . 
sociation. I wish to read two or three paragraphs of this cir- Mr. ALDRICH.- I think that was agreed to on the first read-
cular letter as bearing upon the construction which may be ing. 
placed upon this amendment. It says: The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para-

The automobile industry of this country is under obligation to the graph is agreed to. 
tariff committee of the Associated Automobile Manufacturers, headed by Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, amendments are pending to 
Benjamin Briscoe and Henry B. Joy, who are to be congratulated on the 
fact that the pending tariff provisions conform to their ideas generally. that paragraph, changing the rate from one-fourth of a cent a 

Se>eral paragraphs follow, in which the provisions of the pound to one-half a cent a pound. I think that paragraph was 
Dingley law nr:e discussed, and the claim is made that great passed over. 
advantage and greatly increasing duties will come from the Mr. ALDRICH. If those amendments are to be offered, I ask 
construction of the pending paragraph. Then, at the conclusion, that the paragraph go over. 
citing an illustration, this follows: The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para-

Let us take gas-engine cylinders as an Illustration. Assuming the graph will be passed over. The Secretary will state the next 
cast-iron cylinders of an ordinary four-cylinder engine, weighing 250 paragraph passed over. 
pounds, cost 10 cents per pound, the duty under the present Dingley The SECRETARY. The next paragraph passed over was para-
taril'f law is, at eight-tenths of 1 cent per pound, $2. 60 M t lli · l b t c · d 

Under the proposed law, these cylinders would, if classified as cast- graph 181, page , e a C mmera su s an es 1Il a cru e 
tngs valued at more than 2 cents per pound, be assessed, the foreign state---
market value remaining the same, $8.75, the rate of duty under this The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
classification of the current act bein~ 35 per cent ad valore~. committee amendment has been agreed to there. The question 

In commenting upon t~is provision, the man who sent me that. is on agreeing to the paragraph as amended. 
illuminating circular said: The paragraph as a.mended was agreed to. 

I inclose herewi.th copy o~ a circular letter ~hich the automobile Mr. ALDRICH. What paragraph is that? 
association ls sendrng out to its members. You will see that they con- Th PRESIDING OFFICER Paragraph 181 
gratulate Henry B. Joy and another member of their tariff committee e . · · . 
in getting the Senate committee to change the wording of the Payne Mr. BURTON. There IS also another amendment relatmg 
proviso so th'at anythiJ?g that is imported to b_e used in the mak!ng to that paragraph pertaining to chrome or chromium metal--
of an automobile in this count_ry is to carr;y 4a per cent duty, bemg 1\f HEYBURN Mr President paragraph 181 has not been 
the rate upon the automobile itself. The circular clearly states that .LY r. • · . • <. • 
a cylinder casting for an automobile engine would come in at $2 if it agreed to. It went over. That IS the paragraph which carries 
were brought in for other purposes than for automobiles, but under monazite sand and tllorite. 
Mr Joy's magnificent manipulation, when used on an automobile it CH Th t • th h 
would pay $8.75. In my judgment this is the kind of protectionism Mr. ALDRI • a IS e paragrap we are now con-
we curse. sidering. 

These peopl~ make no claim that $2 is too low a rate. rhey make l\fr HEYBURN. I desire to have that taken up for some 
no effort to raise the rate as a matter of protection to American manu- ·, . 
facturers who cas t these cylinders; either they are regardless of all consideration, because I shall ask the restoration of the present 
other manufacturer~ or ~ey ass.ume thi!' $2 is enough, and then th..,.e_y duty and desire to give some-
rejoice that by man1pul~t10n their. committee gets for themselves $8. w. l\Ir ALDRICH. The Senator from Ohio has an amendment 

No one has been so noisy and noisome as Henry B. Joy. We imported : • • . • 
$3 ooo ooo of automobiles and exported $5,000,000 last year. A good I thmk, to that paragraph. I was about to asl-. that it be 
many 'automobile manufacturers tl~.ink no duty at all is nee~ed. I, agreed to as amended here, with the understanding that we will 
however, agree that the great maJority of them need a cons!derable take the matter up later. The committee are not ready to act 
protection; whether so or not, I wholly disapprove of such efforts as 't fi ll 
are praised in the inclosed circular. upon I na Y now. 
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Mr~ BURTON. I would state, Mr. President, that I would 

like to address the Senate at some length, perhaps for ten or 
fifteen minutes, upon an amendment to that paragraph. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator- ready- t<J do so to-night? 
Mr. BURTON. I should prefer a later time. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Then the paragraph had better go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the para-

graph will be passed over. The next paragraph passed over 
will be stated. 

The SECRETABY. Paragraph 182~ The committee propose to 
strike out all of the paragraph as contained in the hill and to 
insert--

The PRESIDING OFF'ICER. The amendment has: hereto
fore been read. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

1\fr. ALDRICH. The committee have· an amendment, in line 
19, after the word "ferrosilicon," to insert "valued at $90 a. 
ton or less, or." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is that a modification of the 
committee amendment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 

will be stated. 
The SECRET.ARY. On page 61, line 19, paragraph 182, in the 

. committee amendment, after the word "ferrosilicon,'' it is pro
posed to insert " valued at $90 or less, or." 

Mr. ALDRICH. "Valued at n.ot exceeding $9Q a ton," I 
think would be better phra._~ology .._ · 

The SECRE'l'AR~. In paragraph 182, page 61, line 18, after the 
word " ferrosilicon,'" it is pr012osed to insert " valued at not 
exceeding $90 per ton or." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question_ is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. BURTON. Is this n.ot a very great increase of the duty 
as it now is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; $4 a ton is not a very large increase. 
Mr. BURTON. I refer- especially to chrome or chromium 

metal. 
Mr~ ALDRICH. I think the :present rate is 20 per cent ad 

valorem, and this- is 25, which is -not a very large increase. 
These- metals are an used, as the Senator from· OJiio knows, in 
the p:r;oduction of new classes of steel; they are all expensive 
metals to prodrrce; and I would suggest that I think the rates 
are all rig~ If they are not, when the bill reaches the Senate 
we will try to make satisfactory amendments. 

Mr. DICK. l\1r. President, I desire ta offer an amendment 
increasing the rate on the cheaper or lower grades, those con
taining not more than_ lf> per cent,. and which in the bill stand 
at $4 a ton, to $6 per ton. - · 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator will not; offer that amend-
ment nQw · 

Mr. DICK. Why not'l 
l\fr. ALDRICH. A large number of Senators, a aumber of 

people interested in blast furnaces, and people who are engaged 
in prodl,lcing pig iron and various forms of metal, are desirous 
of having the ra.te decreased from $4 to $2.50 a ton. 

l\Ir. DICK. This large number ought to be willing to allow 
a sufficient protection to this industry to give it a chance to live 
in this country. I do not care to press thB consideration of 
this matter at this time if the chairman of the committee 
wishes to have it passed over; but I am unwilling that this in
dustry, which is struggling to live in this country, and which 
can live if given sufficient protectio~ shall be- eliminated from 
consideration. 

. We can make fil this country all the ferrosilicon of the 
cheaper grade that is consumed in this market, with a tariff 
that will insuTe the home market to the home producer. A 
duty of $6 will do it. A duty of. $4- will not do it;_ a duty of 
$5 will not do it; but one of $6 will. And the pending amend
ment will be pressed for consideration, unless the Senator in 
charge of the bill thinks it wiser.: to hava.it go over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Four dol1ars a ton- is the present rate. It 
is the rate fixed in the House bill. A good deal of pressure was 
brought to bear upon the committee to roouce it to the same 
rate as pig iron, which is $2.50 a ton. It rrow bears the same 
rate that. pig iron does in the present law. It is true that 
the producers in Ohio and some of the other States thought the 
rate ought to be increased to $6. If this paragraph cau be 
agreed to, the committee will give thei matter further considera
tion, and will hear the Sena.tor. from Ohio [Mr._ Drnxl. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is the best way. 
Mr. SlliTH of Michigan. The Senator refers to the amend-

ment proPQsed as to fer1·osilicon? · · 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; the amendment proposed by the com-

mittee. -· · 
Mr.- SMITH of 1'Iichigan. I do not see just why that shon!d 

be offered. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. I think tt is a fair and proper amendment. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It seems to me it tends to shut out 

all products of a less value than $90 a ton. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think not. I think tt has just the opposite 

effect. 
l\fr. SMITH of Michigan. Then, if it sold for, sayt $60 or $70 

a ton--
1\fr. ALDRICH: It wbuld pay a duty of $4 a ton. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I simply wish to remark that, as I under-• 

stood it, the proposition of the Senator from Ohio would make 
this duty a prohibitive one. 

Mr: ALDRICH. Hardly that, I should think. Ferrosilicon IS 
a very important element in the production of steel 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Ohio stated that if the 
duty was. raised to $6 we .would produce in this country all we
needed, but that we could not do it at a duty of $4. 

Mr. DICK. No, Mr. President; the Senator from South Caro
lina misunderstood my statement. I said we could produce here 
all that is consumed in this country. I did not say that a $U 
rate would be prohibitive and give us the market, but it would 
put the .A,merican producer upon precisely the same footing with 
the foreign producer in this c-ountry and in this market. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But, if I understood the Senator-and Ji 
think the reporter's notes will show that I am right-he stated 
this: That $5 or $4 would not do it, but $6 would. Would da 
what? Would enabl~ us to- produce all that we need in this 
country. 

l\fr. DICK. No; that was not what I meant. 
l\fr. TILLl\IAN. It yon did not mean it, very welT. Just 

say what you mean, and then. I wnI not undertake to comment 
on what you say. 

l\fr. DICK. It is sometimes pretty difficult to have the Sen
ator from South Carolina understand just what is meant, 
especially when he is disinclined to agree. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is a reflection, Mr. President, under 
which I am oot willing to labor. 

l\fr. DICK. What I meant to impres~ upon the Senate, Mr. 
President,. was that this industry will go out of existence- in 
this country unless sufficient protection-is afforded it. A. dozen 
years ago we had in this country a dozen of these furnaces. 
To-day but two exist. These two will go out of blast and out 
of business for good if the foreign competitor is allowed, under
this lo"'.' rate, to usurp the entire American market. So far as 
the indnatry in. this country is concerned, it would be as well 
to let this substance come-in free as to put a $4 tariff upon it. 
Of course it will continue to produce revenue. We consume 
ab,;mt 150,000 tons of it animally. I repeat that we could make · 
it all in this country. We have the ingredients, the labor, and 
the opportunity. 

l\Ir. TILLMAN. The Senator said a little while ago that at 
times it is a little difficult for me ro understand what is said. I 
confess that when a murky- statement is made I can not see 
through it. I do not profess to be able to see through mud. 
[Laughter.] · 

The Senator· has fust stated that we consume annually 150,000. 
tons of this material. That means we "import practically all 
we consume. Is not that the meaning of the statement? He 
said our own furnaces were going- out of blast. 

l\fr. DICK. Olir own furnaces are going out of blast. We do 
import about 150,000 tons of the substance annually .. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of what-ferrosillcon? 
Mr. DICK. Ferrosilicon of the lower grade; and we produce 

in this country about 15,000 tons annually. 
l\Ir. TILLMAN. The statement given us by the Finance 

Coµimittee says that we import 12,00(} tons: annually. There. is 
considerable difference between 12,000 tons and 150,000 tons. 

Mr. DICK. I am not responsible for the report. The in
formation I have is derived from those who are engaged in the 
business, and who ought to- know. Ferrosilicon containing _not 
more than. 15 per cent of silicon, commonly known as " bla.st
furnace ferrosilicon," is at present classified in the same sched
ule as pig iron and pays the same d·uty of $4 a ton, as stated bI" 
the chairman of. the ~mance Committee. · 

The Payne bilI,- paragraph 182, i·eads ~ 
Chrome or chromium metal, ferromanganese:, ferrochr-ome or- ferra

chromium, ferromolybdenum, ferrophosphorns-, ferrotitanium., :fecro
tungsten, ferrosilicon, ferrovanadium, manganese metal, molybdenum, 
titanium, tantalum, tungsten or wolfram metal, 15 per cent ad valorem. 

The Senate. bill increases the. duty on all the items in the para:
graph, lmt take.s out ferromanganese.-making_ it dutiable. at $2.50 
a ton, the same- as pig iron, and . separates ferrosilicon, con
taining not more than 15 per cent of silicon, leaving the duty 
as it is at present, at $4 a ton. 
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The paragraph as now proposed reads: 
Chrome or chromium metal, ferrochrome or ferrochromium, ferro

molybdenum, ferrophosphorus, ferrotitanium, ferrotungsten, ·ferrosilicon 
containing more than 15 per cent of silicon, ferrovanadium, molybdenum, 
titanium, tantalum, tungsten or wolfram metal, valued at $200 per ton 
or less, 25 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than $200 per ton, 20 
per cent ad valorem. Ferrosilicon containing not more than 15 per cent 
of silicon, $4 per ton. 

To make it possible to continue the manufacture in the United 
States of this low-grade ferrosilicon it is absolutely necessary 
that the duty be increased from $4 a ton to $6 a ton. 

Ferrosilicon is used by every maker of open-hearth steel and 
steel castings. It is a common ferro alloy used to deoxidize 
the molten steel. It disappears and is lost in the operation. It 
gives temper to the steel, but being used in such comparatively 
small quantity, only about 1 per cent, does not add _to the 
cost of the steel in any appreciable degree, but is valuable as 
giving a certain pliability. 

Blast-furnace ferrosilicon is a low-grade pig iron and is 
cheap compared to the other alloys pamed in the same para
graph. The market prices of these alloys, so far as I have been 
able to learn them, is as follows : 

Ferromanganese, 80 per cent. Present selling price about $42 
per ton ex-ship seaboard. 

Manganese metal, 92 to 93 per cent. Sold at 75 cents per 
pound within the last five years, or $1,680 a ton. 

li""'erromolybdenum. We can not find what is the selling price, 
and possibly it is not a commercial metal. 

Molybdenum metal, 98 per cent. Sold at about $1.50 per 
pound in small lots about a year ago, or $3,360 a ton. 

Ferrotitanium, 10 per cent. Present selling price, 15 cents 
per pound in small quantities and 12! cents per pound if sold 
in ton lots, or $280 to $336 a ton. 

Titanium. This metal is not now produced, I am told. 
Ferrovanadium, 33 per cent. Present selling price is 5 cents 

per unit of contained vanadium per pound, or about $5 per 
pound of contained vanadium, or $11,200 a ton. 

Ferrotungsten, 70 to 75 per cent. Sold at 50 cents per pound 
in small lots several years ago, about 1904, or $1,120 a ton. 

Tungsten metal or wolfram metal, 98 per cent. Sold at 65 
cents per pound in small lots about 1904, or $1,465 a ton. 

Ferrochrome or ferrochromimp, 50 to 60 per cent. Has sold 
at $400 per ton within about four years. 

Chrome or chromium metal. We can not find that it is made 
or used. 

Ferrophosphate {probably means ferrophosphorus), 20 per 
cent. Has sold at about $50 per gross ton delivered, Pittsburg, 
within five ·years. 

Ferrosilicon, 10 per cent. Present selling price, $23, Pitts
burg, Pa. Ferrosilicon, 50 per cent. Electrolytic, $62, Pitts
burg. 

Tantalum. We can not find anything about this metal. 
It is possible these other alloys need the higher protection 

proposed in the bill. The low-grade ferrosilicon clearly needs 
additional protection. Bulletin No. 78, Census Bureau, shows 
that the production of open-hearth steel in the United States in
creased, from 1900 to 1905, 91.2 per cent, and of steel castings, 
62.2 per cent, while the production of ferrosilicon decreased, and 

- would have been wiped out entirely but for the business boom 
of 1906. The reason for this lies in the steadily increasing ina
bility of the domestic manufacturer to compete with the foreign 
maker. I have a number of recent quotations from importers 
on ferrosilicon delivered f. o. b. this country, duty paid, and the 
average price is $23 a ton. This is the actual selling price in 
normal conditions of 10 per cent silicon, which is the standard. 
For each 1 per cent of added silicon the price per ton increases 
$1. At this rate the cost of manufacture abroad is not over 
$17 a ton. I quote from a statement showing the operation of 
one furnace in the United States making ferrosilicon containing 
less than 15 per cent silicon, covering a period of four years: 

1905. 

Tons. Value. 

1906. 

Tons. Value. 

Ore __________________________ ~ _____________ --•--- _________ ._-· 31,534 $107,357 .26 Limestone _____________________________________ --- __________ _ 17 ,029 H,419.66 
Coke _______________________ ---------------------------------- 21,635 81,227 .22 CoaL ______________________________________ ------- _________ . _ 27,030 33, 788.63 

Paid fu0;~~~~;'e:_~~~i-~l_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-~ ---=~~~-
Manufacturing expense _____________ --------------_----- ____ ---------
Selling expense __ ----- ______ ----------------- ____ ------------ _____ ,: __ _ 

Total expended--- __ ---- ____ --------------------------·---------
Average cost ______ ------------------------------------- -----r·--------

236,792.77 
46,376.00 
22,773:39 
6,481.23 

311,423.41 
21.10 

In operation 332 days, made 14,712 tons; average silicon, 10.70 per 
cent. 

1907. 

Tons. Value. 

Ore. ____ . ______ -~- ____________ ---------~---_~ ___ ' ___ ----------~ 
Limestone ______ -------- --- _ --- -- _ --- --- ---- -------- ---- -----
Coke _______________________ ----------------------------------
CoaL _________________ ------ ______ ------- ____ ---------------

36,542 
17 825 
24:997 
30,01.7 

Paid fu0:~P~~~~-~~~~i~l_-:_-_-:_-_-_-:_-_-_-:_-_-_-_-_-_-:_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-:_-_-~ --=~~~:-
Manufacturing expense ___ ----------------------- ____ ----- __ ----------
Selling expense ______________ ------------------------ ________ ----------

Total expended------------------------- ______ --------· !--------
Average cost ___ ------------ __ ----- ________ ------------------·---------

$130,339 .. 86 
15,298.48 
95,538.13 
37,521.50 

278,697.97 
50,891.21 
27,585.08 

5,900.83 

363,005.09 
21.58 

In operation 356 days, made 16,841 tons; average silicon, 10.25 per 
cent. 

1908. 

Tons. Value. 

Ore __________ ---- ______ ------ ____ --------- ____ -------- --- ----· 9,160 
4,914 
6,739 
8,091 

$29,954.73 
3,931.17 

21,378.08 
10,085.09 

Limestone _________ ~ --~--·------- --- -- __ -- -----·-- ----------- --
Coke ____________ --__ ------ -----------------------------------CoaL _______________________________________________________ _ 

Paid fu0:~~~~:e:_~~~~i-~I_-_-_-_-:_-_-_-_-_-::::_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-:_ ___ =~~~- ~:~:'11, 
~li~~a;~i:;e~~~~~~~---_-_:-_-_-_::-_::-_-_-_-_-_:-_-_-_:-_:-_-_-_:-_-_-_:-_::J:======= 2~:m:~ 

A vm~~~1,1:'~"."'.00.:::: :: :::::::: ::: : : :: :::::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::: '"'·'f.:~ 
In operation 101 days, made 4,435 tons; average silicon, 10.17 per 

cent. 
The following figures give the itemized cost per ton to produce 

ferrosilicon in blast furnaces in this country, covering a period 
of the past five years. They show the item of labor is the 
largest sin·g1e constituent of the cost: 

1905- - ------------ -------
19()6_ - ----------- ---- -- --
1907 -- - ---- --------------190.!L ___________________ _ 
1909 ______________ - - - -- - -

Ore. 

$6.81 
7.30 
7.74 
6.75 
7.22 

Lime-
stone. 

---
$0.92 

.98 

.91 

.89 

.86 

Fuel. Labor. 

------
$8.91 $3.18 
7.81 . 3.08 
7.90 3.02 
7.09 3.04 
7.74 2.80 

Mann- Sell-factur-
ing ex:- ing ex- Total. 
pense. pensc. 

---------
$1.69 $0.32 $21.83 
1.55 .38 21.10 
1.63 .38 21.58 
6.98 .85 24.60 
1.70 .60 20.92 

Average for 4 years __ 7.32 ~ 7;G' ~ -;roJ~ 2i:T3 

The cost for February, 1909, was somewhat more. 
Per cent. 

Ore------------------------------------------------------ 7.92 
Limestone------------------------------------------------ .92 
Fuel - ---------------------------------------------------- 7.94 
Laber----------~----------------------------~---------- 2.84 
Manufacturing expense--------·----------------------------- 2. 05 
Selling expense-------------------------------------------- . 66 

. Total---------------------------------------------- 22.33 

Ore_ --------- ---- - -- ----- ---- --- ----- --- -------- -- --- --- -----· 17,182 
8,SlS 

14,125 
16,870 

$54,424.95 This one Ohio furnace shipped 44,596 tons in all, distributed 
Limestone_ ------ ------------------ _________________________ _ 7,349.02 as follows: 

50,963.09 Coke- ---- ----- ---- --- --------------------------------------
CoaL- --- ---- ---- ---- --------- ---- ---- ---- --- ------ ---- -- ---- 20,214.14 

Total raw materiaL---------------------------------- · 57,020 132,951.20 
Paid to employees __ ---------------- ------------------------- --------- 25, 462. 25 

Pittsburg t.euitory __ --------------------- _ ------------- ______ _ 
East o:f Pittsburg _______ ------------------------------------:. -

Tons. 

24,439 
11,262 

Per cent. 

64.8 
25.3 MA8~vaneingrua:gae!:ct~o~s~t· _x_P_~_:_-_:_:_~_-_:_:_~--~~--~-~----~~---__ :_~--~-_:-_~--~--~~---__ :_~--~~-----~-:-~ ___ : __ :_~--~-_:-__ --_:-_~-----_:-_~--~_:_-~_: .. 1 ~_ ~--~-=--. ~--~-~ =--~-~_ , __ li_:_~_~_:f_s 173,Ti·~ Total~------------ , ---------·--------------------------- ·===~ 

I 
. · West of Pittsburg __________________________ :__________________ 8,895 · 19.9 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~--'-~~--'-~~~~ -~~-__._..__:___ 
TotaL_ -------------------- ------------------------------· 44,596 · 100 In op~ration 216 days, made 7,991 tons; average silicon, 10.88 per 

cent. 
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The difference in cost between this country and Europe is 
made up principally of the difference in the cost of labor. The 
cost per ton of making the alloy in the United States is $21.73, 
made up as follows : 
Fuel _________________ : _________________________________ _ 

Ore ------------------------------------------------- ---
Limestone ----------------------------------------------
Labor ---- -----------------------------------------------
~fanufacturing expense-------------------------------------
Selling expense--------------------------------------~-----

$7.96 
7.32 

. 93 
3.06 
2.03 

. 43 

Total cost------------------------------------------ 21. 73 
The highest single item of cost is the fuel. They use a mix

ture of 1.5 tons of coal and 1.8 tons of coke. As it takes 2 tons 
of coal to make a ton of coke, this mixture equals about 5 tons 
of coal to 1 ton of alloy made. 

Per ton. 
Cost of mining coal in Ohio--------------------------------- $0. 90 
Cost of mining coal in England_____________________________ . 45 

Advantage to foreign manufacturer in cost of mining coaL . 45 
The figures given by the Labor Bureau as the cost of mining 

coal in Great Britain were 30 to 45 cents per ton. The larger 
have been used. ' 

If our miners were on the same basis as their miners, we 
would save on :(uel alone $2.25 per ton in producing our alloy. 

We pay our common laborers $1.50 to $1.75 per day, while 
foreign countries, as per Bulletin No. 54, Bureau of Labor, pay 
from 50 cents to $1 per day. The difference ii:\ the prices paid 
semiskilled and skilled labor are much greater. If our scale 
of wages were on the same basis, we would save $1.50 per ton 
on labor in production. 

If the ore miner worked under the same conditions in this 
country as in Europe, there would be a saving in ore of at least 
uO cents per ton, which would mean a saving of $1 per ton in 
production, as it takes a little more than 2 tons of ore to pro
duce 1 ton of alloy. 

There would also be a saving in freights and cost of material 
used for repairs, and so forth, which would reduce the manu
facturing and selling expenses at least $1 per ton. 

Summary of saving in the cost of production if labor condi
tions in this country were the same as in England: 
Fuel------------------ ------ ----------------------------- $2.25 
Labor---------------------------------------------------- 1.50 
Ore---------------------- - ------------------------------- 1.00 
Manufacturing and selling expenses-------------------------- 1. 00 

Total saving_____________________________ ___________ 5. 75 

Comparison of wages of occupations repre ented in the manu
facture of ferrosilicon containing not more than 15 per cent of 
silicon. Taken from Bulletin No. 54, Bureau of Labor, year 1903: 

Blacksmith_ -- -- ----- -- -- ----- --- ---- ---- ------------ _ --- __ 
Boilermakers_ --____ --- __ - ___ --______ --_ -------------------
Bricklayers --------- --------- ------- -- ----------- ----------
011rpenters __________ ---------------- --------------------- --
Iron molders__ -____ -- _______ -__ _ -- -------------------------Laborers ___________________ _______________________________ . 

Great I United 
Britain. Statff!. 

Per hour. 
$0.1740 

.1719 

.2062 

.2028 

.1787 

.1019 

Per hour. 
$0.2951 

.2848 

.5472 

.359·1 

.3006 

.1675 

If wages and living conditions were the same in this country 
as in Great Britain there would be a Eaving, as shown above, 
which would put the American manufacturer in position to com
pete with the English manufacturer without JlllY duty. 

If, however, we are to maintain the high standard of the 
American workman, it is necessary to ha ye a sufficient duty to 
cover the differences in the labor conditions. 

As it requires $6 per ton to do this, and the request of the 
American producer is in accord with the plan of this legislation, 
why, then, :ire they to be denied adequate protection? 

The following figures show how impossible it is for the Amer
ican article to compete with the foreign product : 

Pitt sbm·g t en-itory. 
American cost price per ton at furna ce, figuring no p1•ofiL _____ $21. 73 
Freight per ton to Pittsburg___________________________ ____ 1. 90 

23.63 
Foreign selling price per ton Pit t sburg, on $4 tarifl'_____ ______ 23. 00 

Advantage to foreigner over domestic absolute cost price_ . 63 

Selling price per t on Pittsburg of foreign, at $6 tariff_________ 25. 00 
Domestic cost price P i ttsburg, figuring no profi t, as above______ 23. 63 

P rofit t o home manufacturer if a $6 per ton duty were 
imposed----- - - - - - ------------------------------- 1.37 

This profit represents less than 6 per cent per annum on the 
investment. 

XLIV-143 

Philadelphia t erritory. 
Domestic cost price per ton, figuring no profit_ _________ __ ____ . $21. 73 
Freight per ton to Philadelphia ______________________ ______ ~ 

25.03 
Selling price per ton of foreign, at $4 per ton tariff__________ 22. 50 

Advantage per t_on to foreigner over domestic cost price__ 2. 53 

Domestic cost price per ton delivered Philadelphia, as above___ 25. 03 
Selling price per ton for foreign, at $6 per ton tariff _____ _____ ~ 

Advantage to foreigner, even at $6 per ton tariff_______ · 53 

This shows the domestic producer can not compete with the 
foreign product in the Philadelphia territory, even with a $6 
per ton tariff. In figuring the foreign cost of production, in 
order to prove beyond a reasonable doubt the necessities of the 
case of the domestic producer, let us assume the value of the 
foreign product at $25 per ton Baltimore, duty paid, which we 
know is abnormal : 
Value per ton of foreign at Baltimore, duty paid _____________ $25. 00 
Deducting tariff per ton under present law ____________ $4. 00 
Deducting for ocean freights and incidenta l expenses___ 2. 00 
Deducting profit to importer for tying up capitaL______ 1. 00 
Deducting profit to foreign manufacturer__ ____________ 1. QO 

8.00 

Cost per ton of foreign product at port of export_______ 17. 00 . 

Domestic cost per ton at furnace ______________ ____ ,_________ 21. 73 
Foreign cost per ton at port of export_____________________ 17. 00 

Advantage of foreigner in cost of manufacture_________ 4. 73 

- With a $6 per ton tariff, the domestic producer would enjoy 
a profit of $1.27 per ton provided the freight rate from the do
mestic furnace ·to the point of consumption was the same as 
the freight rate from the seaboard. This means a profit of 5! 
per cent per annum on the investment. 

As neither the act of 1897 nor the Payne bill provide a tariff 
on blast-furnace ferrosilicon as distinct from electric-furnace 
ferrosilicon and other alloys, the domestic manufacturers ask 
that the proposed tariff legislation provide A specific duty of 
not leEs than $6 per ton on blast-furnace ferrosilicon. 

The principal use of blast-furnace ferrosilicon is in the manu
facture of steel castings. Its consumption has increased in 
this country in the last decade with the marvelous growth of 
the steel-casting industry, while its production in this country 
has decreased. The Columbus and Hocking Coal and Iron Com
pany at one time had five furnaces; a New York company, two 
furnaces in the same district ; the Ashland Iron and Mining 
Company, two furnaces; making nine in all. In 1903 there 
were three furnaces left in the Ohio district and two in Ash
land. Now, one furnace alone is left producing this material, 
the two furnaces of the Ashland company having been shut 
down for a year and a half, waiting to resume in case adequate 
protection is obtained. If adequate protection is not obtained, 
the last domestic manufacturer will be compelled· to discontinue 
the manufacture of ferrosilicon, and the many users in this 
country will be entirely dependent upon the foreign manufac
turer for their supply. 

This country is the largest consumer of blast-furnace ferro
silicon in the world, and produces all the raw material necessary 
for its manufacture. 

The snuffing out of this industry would mean not only a loss 
to our workmen, but to all the men employed in furnishing the 
raw material. 

Had this industry grown in this country as it bas in Europe 
we would have at least 10 furnaces, representing an investment 
of at least $5,000,000, consuming 1,093,810 tons of raw material 
and expending $3,630,250.90 annually in this country, giving 
employment to at least 3,000 men. Why should not this in
dustry receive sufficient protection to encourage its growth? 

The figures of cost of material, as given above, compared with 
th-0se of the United States Steel Corporation, show that the 
domestic plant is well located and the cost of raw material is 
not excessive. Figures taken from Tariff Hearings before the 
Ways and Means Committee, Schedule C, part 1, pages 16 3 and 
1684. Statement made by Judge E. H. Gary, representing the 
corpora ti on. 

I United 
States Domestic I 8 teeI makers 

l 
Corpora- 0 ~ ~erro-

tion. silicon. 

Ore cost per ton delivered at furnace_ ------- ----- ------------ -! Fuel cost per ton delivered at furnace ___ ____________ _________ _ 
Limestone cost per ton delivered at furnace---- -------------- 1 

$!.70 
3.93 
1.06 

$3.41 
2.35 

.84. 
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The above figures show that the domestic producer can as
semble raw material at a lower cost than the United States 
Steel Corporation. The higher cost of making the .alloy per ton 
over that of pig iron is due to the larger amount of fuel and 
limestone necessary to produce a higher grade of product and 
the larger amount of labor inyolved per ton and the higher 
manufacturing COi:it due to more frequent and expensive repairs 
necessary in the production of a high-grade article. 

The increase of duty asked for blast-furnace ferrosilicon is 
not to be compared with the increases given other alloys named 
in the same paragraph, as is shown by the following comparison 
of tariff bills ; 

Dingley Senate 
bill, ad bill, ad Increase. 

valorem. valorem. 

Per cent. Per cent. Per cent. 
Ferroehrome-------------------------------- 1.74 20 1,049 Tungsten.._____________________________________ .40 2D 4,900 
Ferrosilicon containing more than 15 per cent 

of silicon._____________________________________ o.51 25 351 
Ferrosilicon containing not more than 15 per 

cent of silicon _______________ ----- ----------------- "$4.00 "$4.00 (&) 

"' Specific. & No increase. 
There were once nine furnace:a in this country making ferro-

silicon, representing an investment of over $3,000,000. Only 
one remains, and that must shut down if the duty is not raised 
to $6 a ton. The use in this country amounts to at least 150,000 
tons a year, which would mean the output of about ten furnaces, 
which is the number of furnaces which are in successful opera
tion in Great Britain alone. Even with a duty of $6 a ton the
Ohio producer could n-0t successfully compete in the Philadel
phia market, which consumes 25 per cent of. the product used 
here. Only the Pittsburg ter:ritory, using 55 per cent of the 
product, would be open for the- present home producer, with 
the additional protection which is here asked for. With the 
la.st .American furnace closed, the foreign maker will raise the 
price. The home product is equal to the foreign, and only needs 
adequate piotection to- secure the maintenance of another 
profitable home industry, employing thousands of men. I know 
ot no fair protests against this slight increase here asked for, 
and there is no good reason why it should not be granted. 

Mr. TILL~I.AN. That is another evidence that the informa
tion furnished to us is not always reliable. But I am not 
responsible for that, either. [Laughter.] 

Mr. QRAWFORD. Mr. President, in regard to ferrosill.con, 
I. became somewhat interested in what information I could get 
from some Ohio manufacturers who were in my office. I con
fess that they impressed me with the difficulties under which 
they are laboring in their effort to maintain the industry. 
Really, this is one of the very few cases in which I have felt 
that there is justice in the demand for an increase in the duty. 

I do not pretend to speak with very much knowledge upon the 
subject. Perhaps the Senator from Ohio. [Mr. DICK] can give 
the Senate some information in regard to these figures: 

In the volume entitled " Imports and Duties, 1894-1907," on 
page 491, under the heading "ferrosilicon," it is stated that in 
1902 the imports were only 3,567.63 tons. The very next year 
they jumped up to 23,795.35 tons. 

In 1904 and 1905 they fell to something like 6,000 tons. In 
1906 and 1907 they began to increase. 

The gentlemen to whom I have referred said, as I remember 
their statements, that ferrosilicon is a sort of tonic that is 
used in some processes of making steel, and that more is im
ported than is manufactured in this country. They added that 
unless the duty is raised the entire manufacture of ferrosilicon 
Will go out of the country. 

But the figures given by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. DICK] 
are somewhat surprising to me, because in this statement the 
totnl imports for 1906 are given as only 10,275.20 tons, and those 
in 1907 as 12,653.12 tons. .As I remember it, these gentlemen 
said that they manufactured a still smaller quantity than that 
in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am inclined to accept the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. DICK] and make. this rate $6 a ton. 
· Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I hope the paragraph will not be dis
posed of to-night. I have some data relating to the matter 
th.at I should like to consult. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow it to be disposed 
of to-night, I will see that the Senator's rights are preserved in 
regard to -making an amendment hereafter. 

Mr. DU PONT. Mr. President, I should prefer to have it go 
over until to-morrow. 

The . PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended 
m.n be reported. . 

Mr. HEYBURN.. Mr President, I understood that some Sen
ator had the floor. I have not so far had an opportunity of 
calling the attention of the Senate to th~ item of tungsten. which 
is included within this enumeration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. .As I understand, the Senator from Idaho 
desires an amendment upon· tungsten ore,. as the Senator from 
Colorado does, and not upon the metal. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I want to cover the metal and the ore. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The metal is covered by this .provision. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I want to cover both. 
Mr; ALDRICH. The metal is covered in this paragraph. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, we can not hear a single word 

ot the colloquy that is going on. 
Mr. BAILEY. The- shepherds and the weavers are getting 

together. 
Mr. HEYBURN. If I may have the attention of the Senate 

for a moment, I think I may save some time. 
T.he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island 

[Mr . .AJ:.oRicH] has the floor. · 
Mr. HEYBURN. I thought I was recognized and had the 

floor. I beg pardon of the Chair. . 
Mr. ALDRICH. If I have any right to the floor, I yield it to 

the Senator from Idaho~ 
Mr. HEYBURN. I had the ftoor when the &!nn.tor rose. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. 

HEYBURN] has the floor. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, the item of tungsten is a 

comparatively new one and has not heretofore been proYided 
for~ but, as was said a. few days since by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, I believe, it has become an article of v-ery grea.t 
importance. Its use has made it possible for us to manufacture 
a class of steel th.at this eountry has never before been able to 
produce. 

We. mine tungsten ore in large quantities, and its production 
in our State is increasing enormously. It is proper, therefore, 
that along with other ores- and metals tungsten should receive 
the protection to which it is entitled. The mere fact that it 
may, perhaps, have been an unfamiliar subject to the committee, 
or to the- Senators, affords no reason why it should be rushed 
through. 

It is .a very reasonable assertion that tungsten mining,. at the 
present rate of develol}ment, will in th-e immediate future be
come one of- the most important of the mining industries of the 
country. We not only have the mines developed and are pro-

, ducing the ore in large- quantities, but we are now making 
preparations to enlarge th-e production and lrnild very extensive 
works. 

· Tungsten is worth more than iron or steeL It i& a very valu
able product. The annual production is worth a very large 
sum of money, and it is not reasonable that the market should 
be le.ft open until Congress again revises the tariff on a rate 
that amounts to no protection at all. 

When this question comes up again Senators will find that 
this item will be stated in millions of dollars instead of a few 
hundreds of thousands. I say that because it has rewlution
ized steel making in the United States. It w111 continue to 
revolutionize it until we will make. just. as fine spring steel as. 
is made in the world, and we will produce the minernl that 
makes it possible to do it in our own country with our own 
labor. So I suggest--

Mr • .ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to make n sug
gestion? 

Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The duty on tungsten is 25 per cent ad 

vn.lorem. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
Mr . .ALDRICH. WiU the Senator tell us what the metal is 

worth to-day? 
Mr. HEYBURN. The metal, according to its quality; is 

worth about 20 cents a pound. 
Mr • .ALDRICH. That is $400 a ton. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
Mr . .ALDRICH. This rate would be $100 a ton. 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
.Mr . .ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that is too little? 
Mr. HEYBURN. I do. I think it is too small in an industry 

which is just being developed in this country. It is not out of 
proportion for a metal of that kind. 

Mr. BURTON. If I may have the attention of the Senator 
from Idaho and the Senator from Rhode Island--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Air. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. BURTON. I do not think we ought to act hastily upon 

this item, but for a different reason from that stated by the 
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Senator from Idaho. This article, tungsten, which is coming 
to be used as a >ery >aluable ingredient in steel, is now dutia
ble at $4 a ton. According to the statistics for the year 
1907 (Imports and Duties, . p. 491), while but a small quan
tity was imported, it was valued at $993 a ton, and paid $4 
per ton. At 25 per cent ad valorem when valued over $200 per 
ton, the duty would be about $200, or fifty times as great a 
duty as we now levy. If it is worth less than $200 a ton 20 
per cent ad valorem, would mean, on a ton of maximum value at 
the latter rate, $40. It seems to me some very sufficient reason 
should be giyen why there should be such an enormous increase 
as is proposed in this rate of duty. 

1\Ir. HEYBURN. I suggest it is in order that this industry 
may be de\eloped. That can not be done without capital, nor by 

· mere assertion. It is a mining proposition. These ores are 
found under circumstances similar to those under which silver 
ores and gold ores are found, and they are required to be mined 
from the ground and treated by most expensive processes. Not 
.only has its former scarcity given it value, but the method of 
producing it and fitting it for application in the process of which 
it becomes a part are expensive. It is a very important ques
tion. I entirely agree with the Senator from Ohio that it ought 
not to be passed over lightly. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OF:B'ICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Sena tor from Rhode Island? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. My information is entirely different from 

that of the Senator from Idaho. l\1y information is that tung
sten is worth $1,200 a ton, instead of $993, as stated by the Sen
ator from Ohio, and then duty would be $300 n ton under the 
-present price of tungsten. It seems to me to be a reasonable 
rate on a crude metal. 

:Mr. HEYBURN. I do not think there is any State in the 
Union which has quite as much interest in this question as has 
the State which I represent in part, and I think we ought to 
have more knowledge on the subject. I shall ask that the para-
graph go over until that item-- · 

l\fr. ALDRICH: I rather think we ought to have more knowl
edge if the Senator thinks $400 a ton is no·t sufficient. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It is not out of proportion to a dozen 
schedules here. 
· Mr. ALDRICH. But the Senator said $993 a ton, and my 
understanding is it is $1,200 a ton. 

Mr. HEYBURN. It depends upon the quality. It depends 
upon the condition to which it has been reduced--
. Mr. ALDRICH. It depends upon the metal--

Mr. HEYBURN (continuing). As with all other metals. 
Metals which have a certain amount of alloys in them are not 
worth so much as those chemically pure. 

i\Ir. NELSON. I find by examining the Tariff Notes that it is 
worth from $1,000 to $1,500 a ton. · 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that is correct. 
Mr. NELSON. And if you take 25 per cent on that, it is a 

pretty good duty. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is the way it seemed to the committee, 

but we may be wrong. 
Mr. HEYBURN. This item should not be run over rapidly. 

It is one of importance. 
· Mr. ALDRICH. We are not trying to run over it rapidly. It 
has been reported here for some time. 

Mr. HEYB RN. I think we might very fairly and reason
ably put a specific duty on it, because they will send it J:iere in _ 
a condition where the valuation placed upon it will be farnrable 
to the country exporting it and against the industry in this coun
try. I would rather ha>e seen a specific duty placed on it. 

i\fr. BAILEY. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from Texas? 
1\fr. HEYBURN. Yes. 

· M:r. BAILEY. Before we determine whether we shall pass 
over this item: or not, I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee if he will not move that when the· Senate adjourns 
to-day it be to meet on Monday? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can not consent to that. 
Several SENATORS. No. 
Mr. BAILEY. We have been coming here at 10 o'clock in the 

morning and staying until after 5 o'clock in the afternoon. I 
do not know what is the case with other Senators, but for 
almost a month I have been unable to dispose of my mail. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will allow me to make a 
suggestion--

Mr. BAILEY. I think we ought to have at least one day 
that we may dispose of the accumulations which demand our 
attention. If one of a Senator's constituents writes him, he is 
entitled to an answer inside of two weeks, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am going to make a suggestion which I 
think will save any trouble about the matter. It is my pur
pose to take up the lumber schedule to-morrow morning, and I 
know myself of four or five formal speeches that will be made 
upon that subject, and I can assure the Senator and the Senate 
that if we take up the lumber schedule we will not take any 
\Otes upon it until Monday. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is just simply an invitation for Senators 
to absent themrnlves from the Senate while other Senators are 
addressing the Senate. 

l\fr. ALDRICH. No; I did not intend that. 
:Mr. BAILEY. That is a very polite way, at least. 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; I did not intend that. 
1\Ir. BAILEY. The Senator from Rhode Island knows that 

I have no disposition at all to delay this measure. ~rhis is 
the first time in the history of tariff legislation that the 
minority has offered no kind of obstructive tactics. We have 
our opinion of the bill. Those of us who have not yet expressed 
it are ready to express it, and we are content to take the -vote 
and let the country decide between us. 

Besides, we know Yery well-at least, we think we know; we 
have gone far enough to see-that the committee have a fixed 
majority, and that however we may struggle, however we may 
offer amendments, there will be no substantial modifications of 
this bill except such as the committee agrees to. 

Feeling that way· about it, I think nothing is to be gained 
for- the country or for the Demoq·atic party or for any other 
cause by delay. But I do feel that Senators are entitled to a 
day now and then out of the Senate that they may devote 
themselves to those matters which call for attention. I think 
our constituents have a right-- . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will agree now that there shall be nothing 
done to-morrow except the consideration of the lumber sched
ule, and that there shall be no -votes taken. 

Mr. BAILEY: In other words, the Senator from Rhode Island 
means that there will be nothing done except speaking. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Except a day of general debate upon the 
lumber schedule, which is sure to come-perhaps several · days. 
We shall not save any time by--

Mr. BAILEY. If it is true that the lumber schedule is going 
to occupy several days, then I give notice that I am going to 
offer the income-tax amendment to-morrow. I am not going to 
let the lumber schedule or any other schedule that will require 
three or four days and probably result in amicable arrange
ments to go ahead of the income-tax amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator, of course--
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Rhode Island, of course, 

will have the floor, and he will have the eye of the Chair, and 
he can .call that up probably before I can offer the other. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope so. 
l\Ir. BAILEY. I think the Senator can be relied upon to get 

that advantage. But, then, in view of the fact that the Senator 
announces that he intends to exclude it in that way, I should like 
to get an agreement this afternoon that we vote on the income
tux amendment immediately after the lumber schedule is dis
posed of . 

.i\Ir. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Texas was not in 
the Chamber when I said that to-morrow I would try to get a 
time fixed for a vote upon the bill. I did not make the other 
suggestion at that time, because the Senator from Texas was 
not present, and I knew his desire. to have a -vote taken. I 
should be very glad, so far as I am concerned, to arrange with 
the Senator from Texas and the Senate to ha>e a tiine fixed 
for taking a vote upon the income-tax proposition and the 
·bill generally. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator knows I have no objection to 
that. I am especially anxious for a vote on the income-tax 
amendment, because r have a very well-founded suspicion that 
there has been a systematic effort to reduce our strength on the 
income-tax amendment, and I think the quicker we vote. on it 
the more votes we will have. 

1\fr. BURKETT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
l\Ir. BURKETT. I understood the Senator from Rhode 

Island to say that he could assure Senators that there would 
not be any vote taken to-morrow; that the Senate would con
sider the lumber schedule. But some of us have amendments 
which we wish to offer to that schedule and to have them voted 
on. I do not understand how the Senator can prevent votes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I said was that I knew there were 
formal speeches to be made, which would take the time of the 
Senate to-morrow; and I think it is much better to have it 
understood by the Senator that no votes are to be taken upon 
the lumber schedule to-morrow. 
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l\1r. BURKETT. And that only formal speeches shall be 
made? 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. Then there will not be a quorum. 
l\Ir. ALDRICH. There will be a quorum of the Senate pres

ent. Senators need not be troubled about that. 
Mr. BURKETT. There ought to be. 
l\fr. ALDUI H. There will be; ·there is no question about 

that. 
l\fr. BAILIDY. You can bring them here, but you can not 

keep them here. 
l\fr. ALDRICH. I think so. 
Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will try that to-morrow, he 

will find he Iacks the ability to do it, because he can not keep 
everybody here. 

1Ur. ALDRICH. I feel very certain that we can. 
lUr. BAILEY. All right; we will see about that. I moye 

that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Monday. 

Mr. CUl\Il\IINS. Will the Senator from Texae withhold 
that motion for just a moment? 

1\Ir. BAILEY. I will. 
1\Ir. QUMMINS. I wish to ask about the reply which the 

Senator from Rhode Island made to the Senator- from Texas 
with regard to fixing: a time for voting upon the income-tax 
proposition. I am quite anxious that it shall be voted upon, 
but I do not want the time fixed without my hearing it, and 
I could not hear the reply. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. r simply stated that so far as- I personally 
was concerned I would be very glad to haye a time fixed for 
taking a vote· upon the income-tar amendment and the bill 
generally. 

1\lr. CUl\Il\UNS. Does that mean. tiiat you are not willing to 
fix· a time for a vote upon the income-tax proposition until the 
time is fixed' for voting- upon the bill?. 

Mr. ALDRICH. r am not willing at present That is wbat 
I meant to say. 

Mr. ~llNS. I could not hear just-what the Senator said, 
and therefore I made· the inquiry. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. r was trying to compose any· differences with 
the Senator from Texas about the lumber. schedule, and there
fore I made the suggestion which I did. I certainly hope that 
the party responsible-for this- legislation will not consent to have 
the Senate adjourn from to-day until Monday. r withdraw the 
suggestion wliich I ma:de about to-mor:row, because I am ex:
tremely anxious that the bill should. pass-. 

1\Ir. CULLOM. It had better go over- regularly. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. It had better- go ovei: regularly until to

morrow. 
Mr. BAILEY. r will withdraw the motion if the Senator from 

Rhode- Island will agree on a day· when we may take a vote on 
the income-tax amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I can. n.ot make aey agreement ui;>on that 
subject. 

Mr. BA.ILEY. How can the Senator expect us to agree to his 
reque t to fL'\: a day for the final vote on the bill when he will 
not agree to fix a day for a vote on an amendment to the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will agree to them jointly, as far: as I am 
concerned, and make an .agreement to vote on the bill at the 
same time. 

Ur. BAILEY. I will agree to them disconnected myself. I 
do not think it is necessary that we agree to vote on the bill 
before we vote on the amendments, because the orderly pro
cedure requires us to vote on the amendments before we vote 
on the bill. 

I want to say, fn addltion to the statement I made a while . 
ago-a very frank ~tatement-I have no~ be~n unawai:e of what 
has been going on here to defeat the income-tax amendment. 
I. was moyed twice before to prefer this equest, because I felt 
the ground. slipping from under us. I want to be frank again, 
and say to the Senator from Rhode Island that there are a 
number of Senators who from time to time are called away 
for one reason or another-some by. illness and some by en
gagements of a quasipublic kind. They want to be here, and 
r beliern that if a day can be agreed upon in advance we will 
ha·rn tbe satisfaction of seeing, perhaps, the fullest vote cast 
.on that par-ticular amendment which has been cast in_ the Senate 
in quite a. season. 

I think for the accommodation of Senators, to enable. them 
to be her'e if it is possible, we ought, in common fairness, to 
fix: a. day far enough in advance to enable all to come who are 
now away. 

1\Ir ALDRICH. The orderly method of procedure would- be 
to fix a. time for taking the final vote upen the bilL Then I 
would certainly be willing, after that has been done, to fix a day 
for taking the vote on. the income tax and. upon the other. im:-

portant schedules and amendments to the bill. I think that 
would be the orderly course, and until that is done I can see no 
reason for fixing a time for voting upon any one of the numer
ous amendments to this measure. 

l\Ir. ELKINS. l\fr. President---
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Texas 

:yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
l\Ir. BAILEY. I do. 
Mr. ELKINS. It is now 15 minutes after 5. I hope the 

Senator in charge of the bill will let tbe paragraph which has 
been under discussion be passed over. 

Mr. ALDRICH. r do not see how I can do anything else, 
with the great variety of views that have been. expressed on the 
subject. 

l\fr. BAJLEY. r ask for a vote on my motion, that when the 
Senate adjourns to-day it adjourns to meet on l\Ionday. 

l\fr. DANIEL. Mr. President-- · 
Mr. BAILEY. I withdraw the motion until the Senator from 

Virginia can be heard .. 
1\Ir. DANIEL. Mr: President, r wish to make a very few 

remarks. I should like to inquire beforehand if the Senator 
from Rhode Island has finished reporting the bill? 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. We have finished reporting a bill, but that 
we shall report amendments to the bill from time to time, of 
cour e, the Senator. from Virginia understands. 

l\Ir. DANIEL. Have the committee reported all the subjects 
included in the complete oill? 

MT. ALDRICH. They have not~ 
l\ir. DANIEL. I just wanted to know that. The most exten:

sive conceivable accommodation has oeen extended to the chair
man of this committee. We went into this deoate without hav
ing. seen the bill and. without the Senator having reportecL it, 
except in part. Such parts as he has pleased to give us have 
been retailed to the Senate, and he is not yet done with tfie 
process of the evolution.. of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. l\1r. President-. -
l\!r. DANIEL. I ha.ve. the floor:, if you please. 
1Ur. ALDRICH. Would the Senator like to have an explana· 

ti.on?_ 
l\Ir. DANIEL. No; sir; not now. Running explanations have 

been going on,. and I want to make my observation and stop. 
There is no man in the Senate who is more anxious than I am 

to conclude this debate and let what is going to happen happen. 
I haT"e not delayed the Senate consciously one moment,, and I 
have made oncy such remarks as I. felt I was called on to make. 

On the contrary,. Mr. PTesident, while every courtesy in the 
way of parliamentary accommodation outside of the committee 
has been extended, it is well known that whenever Democrats 
object.eel that they were not permitted to attern:Lc.ommittee meet
ings, which is unparliamentary and against law, as r understand 
paTiiamentary law, we were told to wait and we could thrash 
everything through the Senate. Our presence in the Senate has 
been constantly burdened with inquiries about which we should 
have been as well informed as any of the rest of the committee. 

I took the position at the beginning that it was not parlia
mentary for a committee to pass on anything without the 
privilege of the presence of eT"ery member. I do not understand 
that anyone gainsays it. Certainly no one here replied to or 
joined issue on that proposition. r do not deny that Senators 
of committees,. majorities of committees, minorities, or any other 
body of Senators have the right, unincommoded, uninterfered 
with, to hold. any kind of private consultation that they please. 

If I were mistaken in any conception which I formed as to 
what was done in. the private consultations of the members of 
this committee, it was tfilough their own statement and on 
times and occasions when I was not present. It was stated by 
the next senior member of the committee, the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE], that they had had hearings; that officials 
of the Government were there to participate in it, and so on. 
Since tben two members of tbe committee on the Democratic 
side,. who had never. made known to me their views-before, one 
of them the Senator from Texas, have informed the Senate that 
if. the Democrats. had been in power they would. have done the 
same thing. 

I can only answei: for myself. I aver that r: would not have 
done the same thing, and that I do not think the same thing, 
whether done by Democrats or Republicans at any time here
tofore, was the right thing. So· much for that. I let it drop. 
I have not incommDded the Senate by any restatement of my 
views, 1 for I Imow that I am helpless either to summ.on_ the 
rights of parliamentary law or to cfiange a result which has 
been thus established. 

I will say one thing as to the Democrats who are said to have 
so acted some seyenteen or more years ago-that all of them are 
passed: away, and_ that I would be glad if' some of them were 



1909. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2277 
living to gi>e their explanation of it. But I will not gainsay a 
word which has come to us from the Senator who ha:S just 
spoken. 

Mr. President, we are not going to get through one bit earlier 
than we will in the natural course of events by overpressure 
upon a wearied body. Senators have attended here habitually. 
I am in the same situation that, no doubt, every other member 
of the committee, if not of the Senate, is in. I have piles of 
mail concerning this subject, in which, in the due course of 
things, the correspondents would receive, as they are entitled, 
a reply; but it can not be done when we have our minds occu~ 
pied with determining how we shall vote on different proposi
tions and necessarily occupied in attendance upon the Senate. 

But the Senator from Rhode Island can rely upon this body, 
for we know its sense as well as he does. There is not going 
to be any undue delay. It is as important to some Senators 
to lay theil· views before the Senate in a fitting way as it is to 
other Senators. Such a prodigious matter a:S this, which he 
hopes, and his side ho_pes, may be of long continuity and bring 
peace to the country, cari not be disposed of by dragooning. 
That is one thing which the Senate always flinches from doing, 
and which they will not permit, in my judgment, to be done. 
I do not mean to intimate that that is the spirit of the Senator, 
but, having been aroused here by a few jests on yesterday of 
the Senator from South Carolina, he seems to have gotten into 
an instant passion of haste and to wreak it upon the Senate. 

Mr. President, it would help the movement of this body to 
adjourn over until Monday. My colleague [:Mr. MARTIN] has 
gone away. The lumber schedule is very important. He will 
be back here Monday. Of course, the Senate is not going to 
stop for one man at any time, but there was no contemplation 
of that matter coming up to-morrow. I think we had better 
go along with such matters as they arise in their due course 
and let it come later. That is all I have to say. 

Ur. ALDIUCH. Mr. President, as far as the colleague of the 
Senator from Virginia is concerned, he came to see me before 
he left the Chamber and I explained to him precisely what was 
going to happen; that the lumber schedule would be taken up 
to-morrow, and that there would be nothing but speeches; and 
he said that was _perfectly satisfactory to him. 

I think every Member of the Senate will agree that there has 
never been a time in the memory of anyone who has any kn-0wl
edge of the subject, when a tariff bill was before the Senate, 
that more hours have not been occupied in its discussion and 
consideration than in the tariff bill which is now before the 
Senate. In 1890, when I had charge of the McKinley bill in 
this body, the Senate met every day at 10 o'clock and remained 
in session continuously until 6, and a large part of the time had 
evening sessions. In 1897 the same thing wa:S done. 

The Senate certainly have not remained in session to an undue 
length of time at any time since the pending bill has been befo.re 
the Senate, and it is not ·my purpose, certainly, to crowd the 
Senate. I have shown no such disposition. · But it is the parn
mount duty of this body to pass the bill, and to pass it as 
speedily as possible. So far as I have any responsibility about 
the matter I intend to ask the Senate to stay here not unreason
ably, but certainly every day, until the bill is disposed of. 

Mr. BAILEY. l\!r. PJ.·esi<lent, perhaps the architects of this 
Capitol are partly responsible for the inconvenience of long 
sessions. It is built on the principle of a jail. It is a h-0use 
within a house. I have never been able to spend seven con
secutive hOUl'S here without leaving it with a headache, and I 
know that is the experience of some other Senators, at least. 

I believe that the interests of the country shall be above 
the :personal comfort or the personal convenience of Senators, 
but it seems to me when a Senator is giving from fifteen to 
ei,,.hteen hours evei·y day to the service of his country, it is not 
unreasonable for him to consult his comfort by taking one day 
in a month, even if he asks it for personal reasons. 

But in this case, speaking for myself-I assume it fairly 
states the case of other Senators-I expect to employ that one 
day, if I can have it free from the sessions or demands of the 
ses ions of the Senate, in correspondence with those people 
who have a right to expect a reasonably prompt reply to the 
letters which they write. I run sure the Senator from Rh-0de 
Island bas so many letters that he has quit reading them. He 
lays them aside. They may permit that in Rhode Island, but 
they do not permit it in Texas and they do not permit it in 
many other States. 

I think that if we can give one day in two weeks to our corre
spondenee it is as little consideration as we can show those peo
ple. I myself would rather come here .at night and have an 
occasional day. 1 can employ myself ·about my c-0rrespondence 
and many of these letters concern these very questions, as 
the Senator from Virginia b.as said. .And your constituent 

does not feel any too wen pleased with the fact that he writes 
you a letter about a scheclule and gets an answer to it after the 
tariff bill has passed. If he can make and does make a sensi
ble suggestion he is entitled to recognition at the hands of a 
Senator. I do not know how others feel, but I was taught 
that common puliteness requil·es us to make an answer to a 
civil letter received from anybody under any circumstan.~es. 
The correspondence of a Senator is the work of a man. It has 
become a burden. It is a burden tha.t occupies altogether more 
of our time than is well for the knowledge we ought to acquire 
and for the knowledge which the discharge of our duties does 
require. · 

Still I see no way out of it in this day of general enlighten
ment. Men have learned to write, nnd men exercise their ta1ent 
in this way. If I could find a constituency that could not write 
I think I would move out there. Probably I would find after I · 
got there that they votP.d the Republican ticket, and I would n<>t 
be able to come to the Senate from a State like that. But ut 
the same time this correspondence has grown until every Sen
ator here knows that I but speak his experience when I say 
that it takes almost half our time to answer our letters. If 
it does take half our time ordinarily and we stay here con
tinually without the intermission of a day, it simply means 
that .some of us will have too much work in explanations an-0 
letters after the tariff bill is disposed of, and when my dis- · 
tinguished friend from Rhode Island is on the high sea bound 
for a vacation in the Old World. I think he ought to consent 
that some of us who are not going to take a vacation may· take 
a day off now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
l\fr. BAILEY. My motion is pending and ha:S precedence. I 

withdrew the motion merely--
Mr. ALDRICH. But the motion to adjourn takes precedence. 
Mr. BAILEY. It does not. A motion to adjourn to a day, 

takes precedence. I submit that matter to the Chair. 
Mr. ALDRICH. A motion to adjourn is always in order. 
Mr. BAILEY. But a moti-0n to adjourn to a day takes pre

cedence. It is proper for the house to fix a time to which it 
will adjourn before it is to adjourn. 

Mr. ALDRICH. On some subjects I will he glad to submit 
to the superior judgment of the Senator from Texas; but it is 
undoubtedly the fact that a motion to adjourn is always in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Rule XXII provides that
When a question is _pending, no motion shall be received but
To adjourn. 
To adjourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it 

shall be to a day certain. 
To take a recess. 
To proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
To lay on the table. 
To postpone indefinitely. 
To postpone to a day certain.. 
To commit. 
'.l'o amend. 
Which several motions shall ha.ve precedence as they stand arranged; 

and the motions relating to adjournment, to take a recess, to proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, to lay on the table, shall be 
decided without debate. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to, and (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, May 
22, 1909', at 10 o'clock a. m. 

SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 22, 1909. 

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Washington. 
The VICE-PRESIDEN'l' being ab.sent, the President pro tem-

pore took the chair. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

FOREIGN PRODUCTS IN DOMESTIC MARKETS • . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a ~om
munica.tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, in further 
response to resolutions of March 6, 1909, and April 5, 1909, 
additional reports of the consular officers of the United States 
relating to the practice of selling foreign man ufactlll·ed goods 
in this country at a lower price than the domestic price ( s. D-0c. 
Ne. 16, part 2), which, with the aecompanying papers, was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR RALANCES. 

Mr. BURTON. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. J. R. 33) relating 
to the provisions of section 10 of the sundry civil act of March 
4, 1009, to report it favorably ·without amendment, and -i sub
mit a report ( S. Rep. No. 4) thereon. I ask unaiiimons consent 
for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution 
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